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By Mr. MacGREGOR : Nesalution (I1. Res. 107) for the pay- |
nient of additional compensation to the clerk of the Committiee |

ot Claims: to the Committee on Accounts.

Also, reselution (H. Res, 198) for the payment of additional

compensation to the clerk of the Committee on the Judiciary ;
to the Committee en Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Tnder clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 1aid |

on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

15562, Petition of National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers, Soldiers Home, Calif,, in rveference to provisions of the
bill H. R, 10240 ; to the Committee on World War Veterans’
Legislation.

1553. By Mr. CAREW: Petition of the New York State
Prison Commission, re alien criminal deportation; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturallzation,

1554. By Mr. DARROW : Petition of the Philadelphia Board
of Trade, favoring the passage of House i1l 8052, amending
the merchant marine act of 1920 and the shipping act of 1916 ;
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and IMisheries. \

1555. Also, petition of the 'hiladdiphia Board of Trade, urg-
ing the ennctmment of the bill providing for registration of
aliens; to the Committee on Inmmmigration and Naturalization.

1556. By Mr. FULLER : Petition of the United States Cham-
her of Commerce, urging favorable action on proposed legisli-
tion to increase the salaries of Federal judges; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1557. Also, petition of U. J. Hoffman and others, favering
the enactment of House bill 5000 ; to the Committee on Educa-
tion.

1508, Also, petition of custodian employees of Federal build-
ings, urging favorable action on House bill 5906; to the Com-
mittee on the Civil Service.

15569. Also, pefition of Izaak Walton League of Ameriea,
nrging sopport of House bill 4079; to the Committee on the
Pablie Lands.

1560. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of John K. Howard, of
Gaston, Snow, Saltonstall & Haont, Shawmnt Bank Building,
Boston, Mass,, recommending early and favorable consideration
of House bill 7907 to incrense salaries of Federal judges; to
the Committee on the Judidinry.,

1561, By Mr. GARBER: Petition of the citizens of Texas

County, Okla., against the compulsory Sunday observance 'hi'l‘l:qI

(H. R. 7179 and 7822) or any other national religious legisla-
tion which may be pending; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

1562. By Mr. HERSEY : Petition of Mrs, Mary Drake Jenne,
Etnn, Me., remoustrating against the passage of the Copeland-
Dioom bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1563, By Mr. HILL of Marylund: Petition of FEdgemoor Citi-
zens' Assgociation, of Monigomery County, Md., protesting
against any wmeasares providing for the coustruction of the pro-
posed belt-live railroad, and particularly against favorable con-
stderation of Tlouse bill 7823 and Senute bill 2796; to the
Commiitee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

1564, L3y Mr. HUDSON : Tetition of citizens of the sixth dis-
trict of Michigan, protesting against House bill 7179, known
us the Sunday observance bill; to the Commititee on {he Dis-
trict of Columbia,

1565, By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: Petition of Women's Re-
lief Corps, Grand Army of the Republic, Departinent of Utah,
requesting Congress to incrense the peusions of Civil War
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Imvalid Pen-
slona.

1506. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Norman T. A. Mun-
der & Co.,, Baltimore, remedying postal situation; to the Com-
mitiee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1567. Also, petition of the H. J. McGrath Co., Baltimore,
opposing House bill 10502 ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Yoreign Commerce.

1508. Also, petition of Schloss Bros. & Co., Baltimore, oppos-
ing the * truth in fabrics bill”; to the Committec on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

1009. Also, petition of George E. Kieffner, Baltimore, favor-
ing Honse hill 8708; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.,

1570. Also, petition of Gilbert Bros. & Co., Baltimore, 3d.,
opposing House bill 9196; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Cominerce.

1571. Also, petition of Rouse, Hempstone & ‘Co.; Western
Maryland Dairy, Baltimore, Md.; Finance Co. of Amecrica, Bal-
timore ; Daniel Miller Co., Baoltimore; Sonthern Supply Co.,
Baltimore, favoring passage of House bill 8119; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. '
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1572. By Mr. MOONEY: Pctition of certaln commereial
business concerns of Cleveland, Obio, indorsing the Kelly-

| Capper bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-

merce.

1573. Also, resolution of City Council of Cleveland, unani-
mously adopted, protesting diversion of water from Lake
Michigan by the city of Chicago; te the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

1574. By Mr, O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the
Immigration Restriction Leagne (Ine.), Brooklyn, N. Y., op-
posing the passage of Senate bill 1001; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalizatlion.

1545, Also, petition of the Dykes Lumber Co., of New York,
favoring the passage of HMouse bill 8119, to eliminate fraud
through bankrupley; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

AGT6. Also, petition of the United Spanish War Veterans,
Department of New York, favoring the passage of House bill
98, now House bill 8132, to increase pensionz of Spanish War
veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the Committee on
Pensions.

1577. By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: Resolution of
the Union of Holy Nawme Bocieties of the Diocese of Providence,
R. 1., protesting against the religions persecution and bol-
shevism now being carried on in Mexico; to the Committee on
Forelgn Affairs.

1578. By Mrs. ROGBERS: Pefition of citizens of Andover,
Mass., indorsing Honse bill 4023, Civil War pensions; to the
Committee on Invalid Ponsions.

1579. By Mr. RUBLY : Petition of cltizens of Grecne County,
Mo., opposing comipuisory Sunday observance; to the Com-
miftee on the District of Columbia.

1550. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of the members of the
Board of University and School Lands of tlie State of North
Dakota, in favor of the passage of legislation to safegnard the
interests of the purchasers of school lands containing minerals;
to the Committee on the I'ublic Lands.

1581. By AMr. SMITIL: Petition of 179 -cltizens of Burley,
Idaho; 38 citizens from Pocatello, 1daho; and 848 citizens from
Twin Falls, Idaho, protesting against any amendment to the
Volstead Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1582, By Mr. SWiNG: Petition of certain residents of San
Bernardino, Calif,, protesting against the passage of House bill
7179, for the compulsory observance of Sunday; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

SENATE
WenxNzespay, March 31, 1926
(Legistative day of Saturdey, March 27, 1926)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira-
tion of the recess.

Mr. COPELAND obtained the floor.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, 1 suoggest the absence of a
quornim.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the foHowing Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst IFornaid Kendrick Reed, Pa.
Bayard Irereis Keves Robinson, Ind.
Llingham IMeteher King Shepoard
Blease Frazier MeKellar Shipsténd
Borah George ‘Mcelean o Bhortridge
Dratton Gillett McNary Simmous
Brooklinrt Glass Muyficld Kmith
Troussard Gofl Moeans ‘Bmaoot
Druce Gooding Metenlt Stanfleld
Dutler Grecnoe Moses ﬁtteniwnu
Cameron Hale Neoly Swanson
Capper Harreld Norris Trammeil
Carawny Harris Nye "yHun
Capoland Harrison Oudie Wadsworth
Couzens Heflin (Jverman als
Chartis TTowell Tlipps ‘Warren
Ihile Jolinson Pive Wheeler
Dil Joncs, N, Mex, Plttman Willinmg
Tdge Jones, Wash. Ransdell Willis

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to apnounce that the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. Enwarns] is necessarily absent on publie basi-
ness and that the Senator froin Rhode Island [Mr. Gergy] is
detained from the Senate by illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-six Senators having an-
swered to their names, a guorum is present. The Senator {rom
New York [Mr. Corrranxp] is entitied to the floor.

Mr. HETLIN. Mr. I'resident

Mr, COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

MUBCLE SHOALS

Mr. HEFLIN, I ask unanimong consent for the immediate
consideration of the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 4)
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providing for clerieal and stenographic hielp for the Muscle
Shoals committee. The Senator from South Carolina [Mre.
Sairin| bas withdrawn his objeetion.

There being no objeetion, the Senate proceeded to consider
the concurrent resolution, which had been reported from the
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate, with an amendment to strike out all after the
resolving clause and insert a substitute.

M. HEFLIN. T sent to the desk three amendments to the
committee substitute, which I ask may be adopted.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated.

The Coigr Cretk. On page 2, line 9, strike ont the words
g eivil engineer as teclinieal adviser and™; in line 10 strike
out the word “other™: amd in line 18 strike out the numerals
“310,000 " and insert in lieu thercof * 85,000, s0 as to muke the
concurrent resolution read:

Resolved, efe., That the Joint Committee on Muscle Shoals created
by House Coneurrent Rtesolution 4 of the Sixty-ninth Congress bereby
15 authorized in furtherance of the purposes of sald resolution to
gummon engineers, experts, and other witnesses to testify under oath;
to employ such clerleal and expert assistants as may be deemed neces-
gary, to employ a stenographer at a cost not execeeding 25 cents per
hundred words to report such hearings and proceedings as may be
held in connectlon herewith, the recommendations and findings of
the joint committee to be snbmitted in conformlty with the provisions
of House Concurrent Resolution 4. The expenses incurred hercunder
to be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate, but not
to excecd the sum of $35,000, and one-half from the contingent fund
of the House of Representatives,

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to.
The amendment as amended was agreed to.
The coneurrent resolution as amended was agreed to,

AMENDMENT OF RULE XXXVIII

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from New
York yield to me?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. PITTMAN, Yesterday I gave notice in writing, which
is found at page 6582 of the CoxcrESSIONAL RECORD, that to-day
I would call up the resolution (8. Res. 188) which was read
and appears in the Recorp at page 0553, proposing certain
amendments to paragraph 2 of Rule XXXVIII of the Standing
TRules of the Senate. IT the Senator from New York desires to
proceed with his speech, I shall not ask to take it up now.
Inasmuch as this is the same legislative day as yesterday——

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I think the resolution ought to
go over until to-morrow, because there has been no adjourn-
ment, and consequently no new legislative day since the reso-
Iution was introdnced.

Mr. PITTMAN. I will agree that it may go over until to-
morrow. I understand we will have a new legislative day
to-morrow.

Mr. NORRIS. Why can we not have an agreement to take
it up to-morrow whether we adjourn to-day or not?

Mr. SMOOT. I ask thie Senutor If he will not allow the
resolution to go over, because to-morrow I think we will take
an adjournment.

- Mr. PITTMAN.,
to-day?

Mr. SMOOT.
until Friday.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to make an inquiry before we
make any agreement with reference to this matter. I do not
know what the understanding is, but there is a contested-
clection ease, a privileged guestion, which can be called up at
any time, and any agreement which may be made ought to be
entered into with an understanding of that situntion. We
ought not to make any agreement that will displace the con-
tested case. Why ean we not take up the resolution to-day?
If the Senator wants to wait an hour or two, we can take it
up later to-day.

Mr. PITTMAN. I am ready to take it up at any time. I
simply want to suit the convenience of the Senate as much as
possible,

Mr. CURTIS. T ask the Senator not to eall it up to-day.
I told two or three Senators that it would not come up this
morning because thig is the same legislative day as yesterday.
So far as I amn personally concerned, I am willing to take it
up to-morrow; but the chairman of the committee having
charge of the unfinished business would like to have the reso-
Iution go over until Friday. I understand that the contested-
cleetion case may come up at any time.

Mr. PITTMAN, I suggest that we have an understanding
that the matter will come up on Friday morning.

My, CURTIS, There will be an adjournment to-morrow.

The Senator means that we will adjourn

No; to-morrow., Let the resolution go over
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Mr, SMOOT. Yes; that iIs the intentlon,

Mr., PITTMAN. Very well; that is all right.

Mr., BINGHAM subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent for the reception at this time of a resolu-
tion, and for the printing in the Recorp of the resolution and
certain sections of the Connecticut statutes in connection there-
with., I ask unanimous consent that when the resolution
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirrarax] and that
offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BLeAsg],
regarviding a change of the rules, are considered, this resolution
may be considered.

Tha VICE PRESIDENT.
hears none.

Mr. NORRIS. I wounld like to have the suggested amendment
read.

Mr. BINGHAM. May I say a word before the resolution is
read? The statutes of the State of Connecticut for a great
many years have recognized the prineiple that when the gover-
nor nominates a person for a very high office, it is wise, and
in accordance with history and with the study of human
nature, that the votes shall be in seceret and held in such a way
that no one may know how Senators vote, so that one Senator
would not know how another sitting next to him voted, and
the vote can never be revealed.

The sections of the statutes to which I refer are as follows:

NOMINATION AND

Is there objection? The Chalr

CONNECTICUT STATUTES, REVISION OF 1918, CHAPTER 2
APTOINTMENT OF JUDGES

8gc, 51, Governor to nominate judges: No person shall be appﬂfutﬂl
Judge of any court of common plens or district court unless he has
been nominated thereto by the governor.

Skc. 62, Nominations to be tabled and referred: Every nomlnation
made by the governor to the general assembly for a judge of the
supreme court of errors, superior court, court of common pleas, or
district court shall lie upon the talle and be printed in the calendar of
the house where it is introduced for three consecutlve legislative daya
after its Introduction, and shall thercupon be referred, without debate,
to the Jjoint standing committee on the judiciary, who shall report
thereon within six legislative days from the time of relerence,

Sec. 53, Inferlor court jndges, nomination, refercnce: Every nomina-
tion made In either Lrauch of the general aszembly for judge of any
town, city, borouglh, or police court shall be by the Introduction of a
resplution maoking such appolntment, which resolution shall Iie upon the
table and be printed In the calendar of the house where it is introduced
for three successive legislative days after its introduction, and shall
thercupon Le referred, without debate, to the joint standing committee
on the judiciary.

Sec. 54, Ballot when required: All appolntment of jodzes of any of
sald courts shall be by concurrent resolution, and ihe action upon the
passage of each resolution in each branch of the general assembly, ex-
cepting thnse relating to the appointment of judges of town, clty,
barough, or police courts shall be Ly Dballot, upon which shall be written
or printed the word * yes" or “no,”" aud no resolution ghall contain
the nnme of more than one nominee,

The principle of keeping such votes secret, which has long
been recognized In Connecticut, and which has resulted in our
having on our supreme court and the superior court and the
courts of common pleas, I venture to say, without disregarding
the rights and privileges of any other State, as high a class of
men and as distinguished judges as are to be found in any
State in the Union, has worked out so well in the case of the
State which I have the hounor in part to represent that 1
suggest the advisabllity of an amendment to our rules providing
for a similar provision, and in order that Senators may have an
opporfunity to debate it I offer the resolution which I have sent
to the desk and ask to have read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolution.

The resolution (5. Res, 190) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the first sentence of paragraph 2 of Itule XXXVIII
of the Standing Rules of the Senate be amended to read az follows:

“All information communicated or remarks made by a Senator when
acting upon nominations concerning the character or qualifications of
the person nominated, also all votes upon any nomination, shall be
kept seeret, and when so ordered by a majority of the Senators pres-
ent the vote shall be by ballot upon which shall be written or printed
the word *yes' or “‘mno. "

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over, under

the rule.
MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf-
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a
bill (H. R. 9832) granting an easement on public land to Adam
Schellinger Post, No. 8, the American Legion, Department of
Nebraska, Nebraska City, Nebr., in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate.
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The messagze also anmounced that the Honse had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 9509) granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Lonisville, Ky., to construct a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near said ecity.

The message further announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of confercnce on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (EL It. 9007) granting the consent of Congress to the
Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and operate
bridges across the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers at Cairo, 11L

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had aflixed his siguature to the following enrolled bills, and
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President:

8,080, An act to amend section 129 of the Judicinl Code,
relating to appedls in admirvalty cases:

S.1169. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
convey certain lands in Powell town site, Shoshone reclamation
projeet, Wyoming, to Park County, Wyo.

8. 1876. An act providing for the sale and disposal of public
lands within the area herectofore surveyed as Booth Lake, in
the State of Wiscounsin;

8.2519. An act to enable the hoard of supervisors of Santa
Darbara County to maintain a free public hathing beach on
certain publie land; and

8. 2673. An act to amend the act approved June 3, 1806, cn-
titled “An act to establish and provide for the maintenance of a
free publie library and reading room in the District of Co-
Iumbia.”

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS

Mr. KING. Mr. President, T have a resolution adopted by the
Tltah Chapter of the American Mining Congress at its annual
meeting in Salt Lake City, indorsing Senate bLill 756, intro-
duced by Mr., Preraran, which direets the Seeretary of the
Treasury to complete silver purchases under the Pittman Act
of April 23, 1918, I ask that the resolution may lie on the
table.

The
table.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, T am also in receipt of a com-
munication from the secretary of the Chamber of Commerce
and Commercial Club of Salt Lake City, Utah, dated March
27, 1926, transmitting copy of a resolution which apparently
wus adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of the United States
at its fourtecnth annnal meefing, in which support is given to
Senate bill No. 1623, having for its object the quieting of title
to school lands granted to varions States. The letter also
states that this resolution was adopted by the board of gov-
ernors of said chamnber of cominerce and commercial club. I
ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Publie
Lands aud Surveys.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is so ordered.

Mr. McLEAN presented a letter in the nature of a memorial
from L'Ordre des Forestiers Franco-Americains of Woonsocket,
R. I, protesting against the passage of the so-called Curtis-
Tteed bill, creating a Federal department of education, which
was referred to the Commitice on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of Division No. 867, Interna-
tional Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Waterbury,
Conn., praying for the passage without amendment of the so-
ealled railway labor bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Interstate Commeree,

He also presented a telegram and a paper in the nature of
petitions from Local No. 147, Post Office Clerks, of Hartford,
and the Connecticut Branch, National Assoclation of Postal
Supervisors, of New Haven, both in the State of Connecticnt,
fayoring the passage of the so-called civil-service employees'
retirement bill, which were referred to the Committee on Civil
Service.

e also presented a memorial of Centenninl Lodge, No. 100,
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Naungatuck, Conn., remon-
strating against the passage of the so-called Kendall bill (H. I3,
4478) to prevent the Government from printing stamped en-
velopes with return addresses in the corner, which was re
forred to the Committee on Post Oflices and Post Roads.

He also presented letters in the nature of petitions from the
Civitan Club and the Advertising Club, both of Bridzeport,
Conn., praying for the passage of the public buildings bill and
especially the construction of a new post-oflice building in the
eity of Bridgeport, Conn., which were referred to the Com-
mitice on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented papers in the nature of petitions from
Carl Shurz Unit, No. 22, Steuben Society of America, of Hart-

VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the
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ford; the New Britain German Schaol Society of New Britain,
and the N: DB. Turners’ Society, of New Britain, all in the
State of Connectlcut, favoring the passage of legislation pro-
viding for the return of appropriated alien property to its
rightful owuners, which were referred to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

e also presented papers in the nature of petitions of
Frederick A. Hill Camp, No. 15, United Spanish War Veierans,
of Stamford, and United Spanish War Veternus, of New
Britain, both in the State of Conneeticut, favoring the passage
of legislation providing for increased pensions to Spauish-
American War veterans and their widows, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on I’ensions,

He also presented papers in the nature of petitions of C. T
Russell Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Republie, of Thoinas-
ton, and the Woman's Relief Corps, Buckingham Corps, No.
30, auxiliary to the Grand Army of the Republie, of Norwalk,
both in the State of Connecticut, favoring the passage of
Tegizlation providing for increased pensions to Civil War veter.
aus and their widows, which were referred to the Committee
on Pensions,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. MEANS (for Mr. Dexesy), from the Committee on
Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 962) for the
relief of the estate of Willlam Fries, deceased, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No, §07) thereon.

Mr. CARAWAY. I ask permission to report without recom-
mendation from the Commifttee on Agriculinre and Forestry
the bill (8. 454) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain in future
markets, and I submit a report (No. 508) fthereon.

I merely want to call attention to the fact that the report
is made. I hope to get early consideration of the measure.
In view of the contention which has been made that the futuro
markets reflect conditions in world prices I would like an
opportunity, while the present stock market is in such condi-
tion as it now is, to show that that idea is an utter fallacy,

Mr. CUMMINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (8. 1642) to provide for the ap-
pointment of an additional district judge for the eastern dis-
friect of Pennsylvania, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted n report (No. 509) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them each with an amendment
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 1400) to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional judge of the District Court of the United States for
the Wesiern District of New York (Rept. No. 510) ; and

A bill (I R. G730) to detach Falton County from the Jones-
boro division of the eastern judieial distriet of the State of
Arkansas and attach the same to the Batesville divigion of the
eastern judleial district of sald State (Rept. No, 511).

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them each with amendments and
submitted reports thereon:

A Dbill (8. 227) to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional district judge for the distriet of Connecticut (Itept.
No. §12) ; and

A bill (8. 473) to authorize the President of the United
States to appoint an additional judge of the District Court of
the United States for the Southern Distriet of the State of
Towa (Rept. No. 513).

He also, from the same conunittee, to which was referred
the bill (8. 1645) to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional disiriet judge for the middle distriet of PPennsylvania,
reported adversely thercon.

Mr. McLEAN, from the Commitice on Banking and Cnr-
rency, to which was referred the bill (8. 20606) to prohibit
offering for sale as TFederal farm-loan bonds any securities
not issued under the terms of the farm loan act; to Hmit the
use of the words " Federal,! * United States,” or *reserve,”
or a combination of such words: to prohibit false advertising;
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment and
submitted a report (No. 514) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 66) aunthorizing the Federal
Reserve Bank of Richmond to eontract for and erect in the
city of Baltimore, Md., a bnilding for itz Baltimore branch,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
515) thereon,

Mr. TRAMMELIL, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, to which was referred the bill (8. 1930) to author-
ize the Postmaster General to readjust the terms of certain
gereen-wagon contracts, and for other purposes, reported it with
amendments,

Mr. STANFIELD, from the Committee on Publie Lands and
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (8. 5656) limiting the
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ercation or extension of forest reserves in New Mexico and
Arizona, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 516) thereon.

e also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them each with amendments and
submitied reports thereon:

A bill (8. 2584) to promote the development, protection, and
nutilization of grazing facilities on public lands, to stabilize the
range steck-raising imdustry, and for other purposes (Rept. No.
BiT) ; and

A bill (8. 673) granting certain lands to the city of Ogden,
Titah, to protect the watershed of the water-supply system of
said city (Rept. No. 518).

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time and, by unanimous
consent, the second {ime, and referred as follows:

By Mr. CAPPER:

A Bill (8. 3790) to provide for transfer of juvisdictlon over
the Conduit Road, in the District of Columbia; to the Commit-
tee on thie Dlstrh-t of Columbia.

By Mr. WHEELER:

A bill (8. 8791) to make additions to the Absarokee and
Gallatin Natlonal Forests and the Yellowstone National Park,
and to improve and extend the winter feed facilities of the elk,
antelope, and other game animals of Yellowstone National
Tark and adjacent laud, and for other purposes; to tlie Com-
wittee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. TRAMMELL:

A bill (8. 8792) to correct the military record of James
Harvey Niver, deceased; to the Commitice on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS:

A bill (8. 3793) *granting the consent of Congress to the
Vicksburg Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city
of Vicksburg, Miss.; and

A bill (S. 379) granting the consent of Congress to the
Natchez-Vidalla Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Mississippl River at or near the
city of Natclez, Miss. ; to the Committee on Commerce.

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE APPROFRIATION BILL

Mr. STANFIELD submitted an amendment to inerease the
compensation of janitor under the oflice of Sergeant at Arms
and Doorkeeper of the Senate from $1,520 to 32,040, intended
to be proposed by him to Flouse bill 10425, the legislative appro-
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL PROMIBITION ACT

Mr, EDGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
Dby Lim to the bill (8. 34) to amend the national prohibition act,
as supplemented, in respect to the issugnee by physicians of
prescriptions for intoxicating lquors, vhich was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to he printed.

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by
Lim to the bill (8. 8118) to amend the national prohibition aet,
as supplemented, with respect to the definition of intoxicating
liguor, wlich was referred to the Committce on the Judiciary
and ordered to be printed.

IOUSE BILL REFERRED

The Lill (H, R. 9832) granting an easement on publie land to
Adam Schellinger Post, No. 8, the American Legion, Depart-
ment of Nebraskn, Nebraska City, Nebr,, wasg read twice by its
title and referred to the Commnittee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

JOINT COMMITTEE ON TUBERCULIN TESTS AMONG DAIRY ANIATALS

Mr., CURTIS (for Mr. McKincey) submitted the following
conenrrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 8), which was rcferrcd to
‘the Committee on Agriculture and Iorestry:

Resoleed by the Senale (ihe House of Representalives concurring),
MThat a joint committee of Congresa to consist of three members of
tha Committee on Agriculfure and TForestry of the Senate, to be
appolnted by the President of the Senate, aud three members of the
‘Committee on Agriculture of the House of Representatives, to ble
appointed by the Speaker of the IHouse of Representantives, is hereby
‘nuthorized to investigate (1) the rellability, eficiency, and necessity
;of using tuberculin tests among dalry and breeding animals for eradi-
lcation of the disease of tuberenlosis; (2) the methods used Ly vetoerl-
pariing in applylog such testg; (3) the use and expenditure of public
funds in conunectlion with such tests; (4) whether or not the tubercu-
ilosis: germ is transmitted from animals afiiicted with tuberculosis
through milk and milk products to a human being; (5) the effect
of l'asteurization of mllk on the tuberculosis germ; and (0) whether
the tuberculin testing of dairy and breeding animals is n means of
preseryation and economy among herds. I'or the purposes of thls
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resoliution such commitiee is authorized to hold hearings and to sit
and get at such thnes and places within the United States; to employ
such experts and clerical, stenographle, and other nasistonts; to re
quire by subpena or otherwise the atiendance of such witnesses and
the production of such books, papers, and documents; to administer
such oathe and to toke such testimony and make such expenditures
as it deems advisable, The cost of stenographic services to report
such hearings shall not be In excess of 25 cents per hundred words
The expenses of such committee shall Le paid one-half from the con-
tingent fund of the Senate and onec-half from the contingent fund of
the Honge of Representatives. The committee shall make a final re-
port to the Congress as to its findings at the bezinning of the second
regular session of the Sixty-ninth Congress, together with recom-
mendations for such legislation ns it deems necessary.

CIVIL, BERVICE RETIREMENT AND DISABILITY FUXND (S. DDC. XO. 89}

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I again renew my request
matle on yesterday for unanimous consent to present to the
Senate, with a view to its printing, the fifth anpual report of
the board of actuaries of the elvil service retirement aomd
disability fund. The senior Senator from TUtah [Mr. Suoor]
objected to my request on yesterday under a misappreliension.
The report of the actuaries is submitted fo the Senale in con-
formity with law., I ask that the report may be printed as a
Senate document and that 2,000 extra coples may be ordered
printed for the nse of the document room.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, after my objection to the print-
ing of the report as a public document on the statement that
it was a departmental document, I examined the report and
ascertained that it was submitted to the Senate in accordance
with law. Therefore, there is no objection whatever to having
it printed as< a public document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, tha report will
be printed as requested. -

OIL, AND GAS PERMITS

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Chair to lay before tlic Senate
the amendment of tlie House of Representatives to Senate
bill 2461,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bavarnp in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (8. 2461) to grant extension of time under
oil and gas permits, which was on page 2, line 2, after the word
“law,” to insert the following: *, or has drilled wells of the
depth and within the time required by existing law, and has
failed to discover oil or gas, and desires to prosecnte further
exploration."”

Mr. CAMERON,
House amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

TRANSPORTATION OF MONTANA ELK T0O MASSACHUSETTS

‘Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, T wonld like to ask unanimons
congent at this time for the consideration of Senate resolution
184, which I offered the other day with reference to the ship-
ment of ellc from Montana to Massachusetts. It is merely
asking for information from the Department of Agrieulture.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Borcer] submitted a
memorandum which he had received from the Department of
Agriculture in relation to this matter in which the department
states that the bison range {8 overstocked, and undoubtedly
that is correct, and it becomes necessary to make some (disposi-
tion of the excess elk, The department made the shipment
of 400 head to the State of Massachusetts, 21 of them dying
en retite. The memorandum further states:

We have not had a complete report from the assoclation regarding
expenses Inenrred In this undertaking, but It s understood that they
have expended something like £15,000 for this purpose. We have
Ieen advlsed by the assoclation that It intends to sell these clk to
public and private parks, zoos, and similar institutions, using the
surplus bulls for meat purposes, and we are Informed that they have
orders for more live elk than they can furnish. This company has a
fonced area at Middleboro, Mass, and we understand that the acreage
nlready cootrolled by the company is surrounded by large tracts of
Iand that ecan be obtained at a very low rate, so that all the land
needed to support the nnimals can be secured and they can be taken
care of without difficulty.

Let me say that if that is the sitnation everybody will com-
mend this enterprise for the disposal of the excess elk, but,
frankly, Mr. President, the Boston newspapers. coples of which
I have on my desk here, tell in the most elaborate way about
this s,hlpnu,nt of elk. I read from tle Boston Gloln. of Mon-
day, February 22, ]El"ﬁ, as Tollows:

Percy IR, Jones, of Middlelroro, president of the associatlon, ls in
charge of the shipment with an oflclal of the Franklln Park Zoo,

I move that the Senate concur in the
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Roston, as expert mdvieer. At the Nenmsket range, where alréady
there Is a nucleus of o heed, the elk will be kept, bred, and fattened
for the market.

The Elk Breeding and Grazing Association, which last year took over
the partnership of E. B. Jones & Sons here, claims to be the only firm
in the world which is raising elk on a commercial basis for the pur-
pose of marketing the meat, The land was fenced in November, 1924,
and the first berd of nine elk was brought here from Rushville, TL,
carly In 1925, Ofcials of the association clalm that elk thrive on less
foodl than aoy other member of the deer family or any other animal
near their size, are immune to discase, " dress heavier ™ than any other
anlnanl, and yield a ment far superior to anoy other on the market.

“KIk meat ean be produced in many sectlons of this country at less
per pound than beef, mutton. or pork,” I'resident Jones said in ex-
plaining the purpoese of hls company. * By laboratory tests it is shown
that elk meat has one-third more nerve and epergy building qualities
and one-third loss fattening qualities than beef, mutton, or pork, thus
making It most desivable as a substitute for them.”

All of which has led to the conclusion that these elk were
shipped to the State of Massachusetts, there to be fattened and
put upon the market., If that is the fact, we ought to know
abont it. The resolution, however, Mr. President, calls not only
for the facts contained in this memorandum but also asks what
plan the Department of Agriculture has in contemplation for
the future disposition of these elk. If the department is going
to raise c¢lk on the bhison range and then sell them for com-
mereinl purposes, the Senate ought to know it, so that we may
act accordingly. I ask that the resolution be laid before the
Hewute.

Mr. BUTLER rose.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 have no objection to the adoption of the
resolution, Has the Senator from Massachusetts any objection
to its adoption?

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, I certainly have no objection
to the adoption of the resolution at the present time. 1 should
like to add, however, an observation which I have received in
the form of a telegram from the president of the Elk Breeding

and Grazing Association, which I desire to have included in-

1 read the telegram, which is as follows:
MippLeporRO, MASS., March 31, 1926.

the IRECORD.

Senutor Winniam M, BUTLER,
Washington, D. C.:

Hegarding sbipment of elk from Montana to my company in Alassa-
chusetts, which s the Elk Breeding and Grazing Association (Inc.) in
Massaclinsetts. Not one elk has been killed of all elk shipped here on
range. Have never killed aoy elk except one, 2-year-old male, raised
here on home range, which was for our own table use. All elk are
for breeding purposes, as shown by the name of our company, I have
orders on hand for more live elk than I can ralse for several ycars to
come, Any further duta you wish 1 will bring In person or forward by
wite. ¥ .

PercY R. JONES,
Pregident Eik Breeding and Grazing Association.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the resolution (8. Res. 184), sub-
mitted by Mr. Warsir on the 27th instant, was read, consid-
ered, and agreed to, as follows:

Regolved, That the Seerctary of Agriculture be directed to transmit
to the Senate information concerning the alleged shipurent of 400 head
of elk from the United States bison weserve, near Moiese, Mont., to the
State of Massachusetts, the death of 21 thereof en route, and the
glaughter of all or some considerable portion of those arriving alive at
their destination, with copies of any coniracts pursuant to which such
ghipment was made, and to report what representations, If any, were
made concerning the disposition of animals inducinz such contract,
together with a statement of any plan of the department, maturad or
in contemplation, for the disposition of any portlon of the herd on the
gald reserve, with a view to the limitation of the number grazed
thereon,

INDEBTEDNESS OF ITALY TO THE UNITED BTATES

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6773) to authorize the settlement
of the indebtedness of the Kingdom of Italy to the United
States of America.

Mr. COPELANID. Mr. President, there is pending before the
Senate the proposed Italian debt settlement, T desive to address
the Senate briefly on that subject particularly and on the
European debt settlements in general.

Mr. President, In considering any problem involving nations
it is natural to hark back to one particular historical event.
To each of us that event marks the beginning of a new era.
I shall never forget driving into New York City from the
peaceful valley where 1 live in the country. I learned of the
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sinking of the Lusitania. That event brought home to me a
realization of what the war was to mean to the citizens of the
United States.

At the very beginning of the turmoil a friend of mine said,
“All the world will pay for this war.” At “nat time it did
not seem possible "that the terrible events of war could hap-
pen, and that the misery and unhappiness which have pre-
vailed since conld actually come to vex a whole world.

It is true all the world has paid for this war, and it con-
tinues to pay. It is paying not alone in money but it is paying
in grief and heartburnings. It is paying in misunderstandings
and the consequences of misunderstandings

In affairs of this sort there is a psycholanzy which ean not
be disregarded. So long as there are disenssions, inerimina-
tions, and reeriminations there can be no happiness in the
world. TUntil there is happiness and contentment the spirit of
vengeance and hatred will live.

The war is over in that cannon are no longer fired and men
are no longer killed in the trenches. But the war will not be
over in reality until the nations have gone harmoniously to
work and until international accord replaces the uncertainties
of the present.

It may be patriotie, it probably is patriotie, to hate your
enemy during a war, [ can not see, however, how the cause
of patriotism is served by continuing to hate those ngainst
whom we fought and to pass on to another generation the spirit
which was ours during the height of the conflict. If there
is anything in Christinnity, we should practice its admonition
to “love your enemies,” especially when those enemies are van-
quished ones.

While the conflict was on, it was easy to coax from the
pockets of our people the funds needed to pring success to the
combined armies. We gladly furnished money to all of onr
allies and associates; and when we were supplying it so freely
we never asked whether or not it was to be returned fo us.
Had the question been raised then, there is no doubt there
would have been a loud ery against any effort to impose harsh
terms upon our debtors. Indeed, we did not consider them our
debtors; we looked upon them ‘as our partners in the efforts
we made to preserve democracy.

Unfortunately the alliances of necessity mean little when
the need is past. The brotherhood which was so real in the
stress of war has been disregarded since the declaration of
peace.

Hvery business man knows that orders are rarvely received
from those who owe him money. The surest way for a pro-
fessional man to lose his client is to permit a bill to run so
long that it has become a matter in dispute. It makes for good
business to have an oceasional adjustment of all differences and
to have the books balanced on oceasions, Even thouzh the
business or professional man may lose something of his paper
profits, the settlement brings new business with the possibility
of larger profits,

In international matters it is tremendously important that
there should be good feeling between the nations. The streams
of trade and commerce coincide with the streams of affection
and respect. It is unlikely that any nation will encourage
commerce with another if it recognizes undue harshness in the
settlement of an international account.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. BORAH., Mr. President, we made a seftlerwent with
Great Britain in 1923 upon the basis of “ capacity to pay,” and
a few days gince the Chancellor of the British Exchequer most
severcly criticized the United States, and the Epglish press
has since that time expressed bitter feeling toward the United
States, So we did not gain anything in the way of good feeling
by settlement with Great Britain on the basis of ' cupacity to
pay.”

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, in my judzment, there will
not be any good feeling until these debts are adjnsted and
actually paid. It seems a natural feeling to hate a rich man it
he has mortgages upon your property.

Mr. BORAII. Not unless the rich man ig trying to oppress
or ake ill use of his wealth. A rich man is not hated simply
because he is rich.

Mr. COPELAND., '"The Senator may be right ; however, since
he is on the floor T sheuld like to ask the Senator from ldanho:
Does he think that our foreign debtors are going ever to make
full settlement on the payments which have been promised?

Mr., BORATH. Does the Senator mean a full payment of the
debts which were originally contracted or as they are now
proposed to be settled?

Mr. COPELAND. As they are now going to be adjusted.
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Mr. BORAIL. T am compelled to say, from the campaign
which has heen Begun in Bngland, that I think the program for
cancellntion is now on, Our settlements seem to be one step
further toward cancellation or repudiation.

Mr. COPELAND. Before I conclude these remarks I shall
enlarge upon my conviction that the debt settlements never wiil
be made in full, even as they bhave been adjusted by the Deht
Commission and passed upon by the Congress. However, I will
speak of that Iater. ;

Mr. FLETCHER.
ator?

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Wlorida?

Mr. COPELAND, Yes.

Mr. FLETCHER. If that is true, what 1s the use of going
through with this performance? If that is the basis of the
groument, there is no use to propose any scttlement,

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will withhold that ques-
tion until a little later in my discussion, I will give him what
1 think is the answer; and if I do not, I shall be glad to have
liim renew the question.

I am convinced, Mr, President, that America is envied for its
wealth, Wealth attracts antagonisms and opposition. This is
just as true in international matters as it is in personal ones.
Fuvy often Degets hate. It is doubtful if this Nation has a
real friend in the entire family of nations.

This may be a matter of indifference to many, but to me it
secms terrible beyond words to think that a great democracy
like Ameriea, founded on the principles of liberty and fra-
ternity, should so conduet herself as to receive, if net to merit,
the antagonisin of every other nation on the face of the earth.
Ameriea has the respect which comes from her power. Other
nations would hesitate to run counter to her wealth and re-
gonrces. Dut when it comes to real affection and a willingness
to fight and die in her support, I doubt if there is a European
nation that ean be counted a friend of ours.

1f this be true, why is it s0? What is wrong with us in our
dealings with other nations that we can not command their
friendship? If we have a real desire to change their attitude,
what must we do to be in better stunding among the peoples
of the earth?

THE BETURN OF GERMAN PRIVATE IROPERTY

Trankly, T think if we continue to show so grasping a spirit
in our internationul dealings that we shall deserve the ostra-
cism which will be ours. In this connection permit me to
ennmernte a few of the evils growing out of the World War,
evils whicl, in my opinion, have had a tendency to lower the
respect in which every loyal American would have his country
Neld. Let me speak fivst of the property of German citizens
Lield by the Alien Property Custodian,

1f 1 am rightly advised, we hold in the neighborhood of a
billion dollars worth of property belonging to private citizens
of the German Empire. A smuall part of this great possession
has been,returned, but, in violation of treaty rights and the
Inws of nations, we are retaining property which we have no
legal or moral right to possess,

Distinguished Americans prepared the treaty upon which
the rights of German aliens are founded. Our commissioners
were Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, and Thomas Jefferson.
Nowhere in human annals ean be found names more compelling
to Americans. The doetrines of these men are taught in every
honsehold and will continue to be till the end of time.

They negotiated the treaty with Prussia in 1785. Renewed
in 1780, it was extended in 1528, These treaties and otlers
hind us morally, at least, and were undoubtedly operative when
the World War began,

May I quote Article XXTII of the treaty of 1785 which reads
a3 follows:

If war should arise hetween the two contracting parties the
merchants of elther country then residing In the other shall be
nllowed to remain nine months to collect their debts and settle their
affairs, and may depart freely, carryiog off all their effects, withoul
molestation or hindeance; and all women and children, scholars of
every faculty, cultivators of the earth, artisans, manufacturers, nnd
fishermen unarmed and Inhabiting onfortified towns, villages, or
places, and in general all others, whose occupations are for the com-
mon subsistence and benefit of mankind, shall be allowed to contlnue
their respective employments, and shall not be molested in their
persons, mor ghall thele houses or goods be burnt, or otherwisa
destroyed, nor their fields wnsted by the armed force of the enemy,
into whose power, by the events of war, they may happen to fall;
put if anything is necessary to be taken from them, for the use of such
prmed force, the shme shall Le pald for, ot a reasonabls price.

Also, let me read you the last paragraph of Article XXTV
of this treaty: .

Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

6615

And it is-declared, that nell’ ceiense that war dissolves all
treaties, nor any other whatever, shall be considered as annulling or
suspending this and the next preceding article; but, on the contrary,
that the state of war Is precisely tlhat for which they are provided,
and during which they nre to be as sacredly observed as the most
acknowledged articles in the law of nature and natlons,

A Inyman wonld say that the langnage of these treaties
means what it says. It so, German nationals were guaranteed
protection against seizure of their property.

Nothing can be more abhorrent tlian the thought that inter-
national war is a private affair. It is bad enough to demand
himman life as a price of war, but when the war is over who
shall say that trusting strangers within our gates shall be
despoiled? To put it mildly, it is a violation of hospitality
inexcusable in the home life or nationnl life of any people.

There was a brief period in the very carly days of the
Republic when our Supreme Court appeared to believe that
the law of nations did not forbid conflsecation of an enemy's
private property. But very shortly, the great Chief Justice
Marshall, In an opinion reported in Seventh Peters, page 51,
declared that—

that sense of Justlce and of right, which Is recognized by the whola
civilized world, would be outraged If private property should be gener-
ally confiscated and private rights annulled.

DBy no rule of law or decency cun the private property of
individuals be nsed to reimburse claims against the German
Government. To do this is to confiscate the property and to
take it by the rizght of force.

The war is over. As one evidence of this fact, as I see it,
the properfy in the hands of the Alien Property Custodian
should be returned forthwith to its real owners. .

Neediess to say, I favor a prompt payment of the awards of
the American and German Mixed Claims Commission. Con-
gress should take aetion at this session, as I believe it will, as
we have reason to believe from what we have seen in the papers
to-day.

THE ITALIAN DERT

Following this, T turn to aneother cause of friction.
relates to the proposed settlement of the Italinn debt.

I regret to see that the attitude of the Democrats in the Sen-
ate toward this settlement has been misunderstood. It is not a
pirty matter, and when the vote is taken I am sure Democrats
as well as Republicans will be numbered among the supporters
of the settlement.

I am fully aware of the situation as regards Mussolini. I
know that immany of our citizens are in opposition to the die-
tator. They are unwilling to have any glory added to the
laurels already captured by that remarkable man, .

1 have no interest in Mussolinl. It is Italy’s business to
accept or reject his style of control. Italy's sovercignty is her
own. Whether Mussolinl is good or bad has nothing to do
with this settlement. If T were governed by prejudice alone,
I should probably be against the dictator and anything he
wants. A dear friend of mine wired me:

The settlement of the Itulian debt should not be negotlated whila
Mussolinl is in power.

Why not, forsooth? Because, Le said:
While I belleve that Ameriea onght to be very lenlent with the

Italinn debt, yet to bhave this scttlement now would Le to lelp Mus-
golind,

But I ean not see what Mus=olini has to do with this matter.
Tu our settlement of the Ttalian debt we are dealing with the
Ttalian people. Whether Mussolini did or did not close the
Masonle lodges, whether he is a Catholic or a Protestant,
whether he has imperialistic notions or not, whether he is cruel
or kind, whether he is a suceess or a faillure as an economist—
these things have nothing to do with the question of ndjusting
our claims against this sovereign nation. In fhe nature of
things Mussolini will disappedr from the stage ere long, but the
Italian people and the Italian nation will continue thelr career.
Tt is with these we are dealing, not with king, prince, or die-
tator. This iz not Mussolini's settlement; it is the decision of
the American Debt Commission.

It is admitted that swhen we were pouring out money like
wiater we delnged Italy with the golden flood. As a people we
did not know or care whether we would ever get back a cent.
In every theater and movie, in c¢very mart of trade, in every
chuireh and school, onr citizens, rich and poor, pledged them-
selves to the purchase of Liberty bonds. We did not lmow
where the money was goinz. It might be for guns, powder,
or for bread and meat; we did not care. Our Government
asked for money, and we gave it.

Mr. DILL. Mr, President——

Mr, COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Washington.

This
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Mr. DILL. I understood the Senator to say that when we
loaned this money we did not care whether or not we got a
cent of it back. 1 may have misunderstood him, but that is
what 1 understood him to say.

Mr. COPELAND. In effect T said that.

Mr. DILL. The Senator on second consideration, T think,
will hardly try to maintain that position, in view of the fact
that we demanded the bonds of Italy at § per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. When I used the word “we” in this con-
nection, I was speaking of the American people, not the
officials, 1 may say to the Senator from Washington that
when he and I wore approached individually to buy Liberty
bonds we did not ask what rate of interest was going to be
charged the people on the other side who were getting this
mouney.  We bought the bonds because our Government wanted
the mouey. We did not know what it was for. We did not
know that the Government was ever golng to get it back. We
never gave a thought to that particular thing.

Mr. DILL. 1 must disagree with the Senator’s statement
that we did not expect to get it back. We went out on the plat-
forms of the country and urged the people to buy bonds, and
told them they would get every dollar of the money back again
with a rate of interest. It was understood and known every-
where that this money that was being loaned to foreign coun-
tries was to be repuid and that our Government had taken the
precaution to get the bonds of those countries,

Mr. COPRELAND. It was known by our people that the
money they loaned to our own Government wonld be paid back
at a rate of interest; but the people who bought these bonds—
and the Scnator was among them—did not know or care
whethier the money loaned abroud was ever coming back to the
United States or not. We were in a war and determined to win
it, and we never gave a thonght to such matters at that time.

Mr. DILI. 1 can ouly say that I must disagree with the
Senator. We did know that we were getting these bonds, and
we (id expect them to be paid.

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, there may have been an en-
tirely different spirit in the section of the country where the
Senator lives. I can speak only for my part of the country.

Mr. DILL. No; I'was in the city of Washington and around
the town at that time.

Mr. COPELAND. In any event, Mr. President, we learned
after a while, I may say to the Senator from Washington, that
foreign governments had borrowed billions of our funds. Of
course, most of the money never left America. We kept it in
return for our products,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena-
tor and suggest that of conrse he Keeps in mind the fact that
a large portion of this debt is for money borrowed after the
WHT Was over.

Mr, COPELAND.

Mr. FLETCHER. A large portion,

Mr. COPELAND. About a billion dollars was borrowed be-
fore the war and during the war; about six hundred millions
after the war; so that the larger part was the money which we
loaned nnder the circumstances 1 have recited. I may say, too,
that that money, both that we Ionued before the war and after
the war, was spent largely for our prodocts, and profiteers in
Ameriea made millions—billions, 1 suppose—out of the money
which was spent here, the wmoney of all the nations repre-
sented ; not only Italy but others. The citizens of England and
¥rance and Belgium and Italy never had any of this money.
In each instance it was loaned to carry on the common war-
fare, and to this end was expended largely in the Unlted
States. If the war profiteers were honest with the tax eol-
lector, they returned GO per cent of their profifs in taxes to the
Government.” In this way our country got back more than
half the money loaned fo Italy during the war.

The war is over. Years ago it ended, but still we haggle over
the terms of settlement. We have made a few settlements, and
apparently we are agreed as a people upon the terms applied
in those adjustments. X

For reasons, some of them unworthy a tolerant people, we
are hesitating abont the Italian settlement. 1 ean not under-
stand it. The Debt Commission has studied the resources of
the Italian Governmment. It agreed with the Italians on terms
of settlement. By an overwhelming vote the House agreed to
{he terms. Why does the Senate hesitate?

If I am rightly advised, the Italian commission stated to the
United States commission that Italy lost 652,000 men in the war,
and that 458,000 were disabled; ltaly received territory but no
waluable colonies out of the war; Italy's share of reparations
18 10 per cent as against 52 per cent for Fraoce and 22 per
cent for Great Britain: Italy imposed a war profits tax of 100
per cent and a capital tax; Italy's burden of taxation is 88
per cent of her net income; Italy huas almost no raw materials,

Not the large portion.
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and must import practically all; Italy’s adverse balance of
trade has been large: finally, her Industries U1 not keep pace
with the demands of her own population.

If these statements are true, and they were accepted by our
commtission as statements of fact, Italy makes a very stroug
appeal to onr gmerosity. More than this, our producers and
manufacturers have a direct interest in a speedy and accept-
able sei_‘.tlement. If selfishness alone were to determine our
action, it would seem to me that the part of wisdom would be
to settle our accounts on terms which will leave a zood taste
in the Itallan mouth. Trade and commerce between these
nationus arve essential to the prosperily of that country aund otrs.

Have you considered what Ifaly buys from ns?

Here are some of the items and their values in money for
purchases in 1925:

i g R e e e Y T e $1. 075, 00
At e S i I R e e T e S e ‘(‘i‘ A%, 600
1 E T B e T et

Kerosene oll
L& L T e e e RS
Lnbricating oil
Tin plate
Zine.___
Copper—
Motor trucks a
Southern pine________
TOBNEDS Lot i
Cotthin rre et rnolh

One-half of our total exports to Italy came from the Southern
States during the year 1025. A quarter of the hilance came

from our farms and another quarter from American mines.

Chief of our imports from Italy are things we do not prodoce
at all, or else we do not produce them in quantities to meet the
Among these are:

demands of our citizens.

W IR L e e

- $12,120, 815
Olive ofl - 10

. b1, 761

Itnlian cheeses - 8, K76, 617
G T R S el R R S G et L R S, S 4, 000, 000
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A R L e L e e A =) 2, 367, 778

The total imports from Italy in 1925 amounted to $102.204,-
930, This is in marked contrast to our suales to her of an
amonnt in excess of two hundred millions. To be exact, our
Italian exports in 1925 amounted to $205,149,578.

1 was very much surprised at the statement made by the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. IReep] the other day, in which he
pointed out what he thinks we could do if Italy did not pay
this debt:

I fmpgine that trade and commerce with the United States 1s of
some valoe to Italy, and I know that if she were threatened with
deprivation of that commerce and of the right to borrow money in
the United States, Italy would begin to understand that cven un
Italiun dictator ean not also be a dictntor to America,

Americans are the ones interested in trade and commerce
with Italy, because we send to Italy twice as much as we buy
from her. The adverse halance of trade agninst 1taly is over
S100,000,000 per yvear.

This means that Italy’s adverse balance of trade has ex-
ceeded one hundred millions annually. During the perlod of
the payments proposed by the settlement, Italy’s adverse trade
balanee will mount to the vast sum of $6,000,000,000.

THIS 18 XOT AN ECONOMIC PROBLEM SOLELY

There are some problems which ean not be dealt with by
the huard mles of mathematics or solved by statistics. “An
eye for an eye ™ aud “a tooth for a tooth,” may be a practice
justifiable to the followers of some schools of thought. But
when we deal with debtor nations, nations made debtor by the
cruel fate of our comnion war, we must uot be too exacting.

There are childless fathers and mothers in Italy, there are
hnsbandless wives in that peninsula, there are ful.llel'l_ess chil-
dren. Who ave they? They are the brothers and sisters of
those who mourn in America.

Thege sons und hushands and fathers died for ns. They died
in holding a line against a common foe. 1 mountain fastuess,
in flooded valley, on defenseless plain, they were struggling
for what Americans believed then and still believe was the
cause of humanity.

Are we now to count the dollars and demand to the last
cent the money we gave to Italy without thought of return?
Iave we turned misers? What has become of our maunhood
and our Christinn ideals?

For shame, America! Cast out these unworthy thoughts!
Turn back, Americans! Let us show the world that we are
made of kinder stufl'! Let usg prove to the children of ltaly
that Americans place gratitude fur above the love of mouey!

What do you know about Italy? DBecause she has pro-
duced great pictures and great stutuary, great things in litera-
ture and science, do you imagine she is rich? Italy is rich
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in musie and beanty and inspiration, but in commercial and
general prosperity she is peor as a chiurch monse.

Tave you visited the slums of her cities, have you inspected
the food upon her tables? Have you studied her death rate and
the strungeles of her babes to make the grade of life?

Have vou observed the toil of her peasants, eultivating the
mountain sides to grow a meager crop which will be sold for a
petty sum?

Where is the money to come from to meet the vast sum she
hus promised to pay? The pennies of her school children will
make the first payments.

WILL THE DEHT SETTLEMENTS BE CARRIED OUT?

One of the fond hopes of the present-day American statesmen
is that the settlements we have made with foreign nations are
to be carried out to the letter. Some may believe this, Mr.
President, but I do not.

1 am familinr with the figures of the Treasury and the state-
ment of Mr. Coolidge in his last presidential address. We are
told that our national debt must be paid within 25 years, be-
cause with added interest it will cost much more at the end
of 62 years. The President considers it will be almost dou-
bled by such delay., These figures ean not be disputed if the
terms made with our debtors are carried out to the letter.

I make no ¢laim to prophetie vision, but 1 venture to predict
that within two or three years after the liguidation of our
national debt further payments on the part of European nations
will cease. We will be appealed to to eancel those debts becanse
we have paid our own. There will be no possible excuse, it will
be urged, to go on taking their money after our own debts have
disappeared,

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr, DILL. Then the Senator wants us to understand that
this is simply a temporary arrangement for a few years, to
satisfy the people that they are to get their money, when in
reality they will never get it?

Mr. COPELAND. I would not put it in quite that way. As
I am going to say a little later in a more formal way, I say
now : I think we made a great mistake in undertaking to pay
our national debt in 25 years. We could have extended it
over a period of 62 years and had a very much greater tax
reduction than the Democratic Party has just given the people.
But when we have paid our own people, when we have paid
our own debts, as it is now the purpose of the Treasury to do
in 25 years, there will, in my judgment, be an irresistible ap-
peal for relief by the people on the other side, because they
will still be in abject poverty, if T know anything about it.

Ar., DILL. Does the Senator know whether or not the
members of the Debt Commission agree with him that after
the American people have paid their war debts the paymenis
of foreign countries, such as Italy, are to cense?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 assume that the members of the War
Debt Commission do not take this view.

Mr, DILL, I ask the Senator that question beecause I note
in this morning's Washington Post this statement concerning
Secretary Hoover's statement yesterday :

While the Senate was contlnuing its discussion of the Ttalian ngree-
ment Secretary Hoover, who i a member of the American Debt Com-
migsion, said that faiflure of the Senate to ratify the settloment
would not be objectionable to ITtaly.

“The Italians probably will be glad if we don't pass it,”" he sald.
“They would be relieved of all moral obligations.”

In other words, Italy agreed, when she got this money, to
repay us the money at 5 per cent interest, and gave her bonds
for that purpose. Now, we are to surrender those bonds and
take an agreement to pay a very small part—about three-
fourths—of what would really be due under the original agree-
ment, and the Senator tells us that in a few years even a large
part of that will not be paid.

Mr. COPELAND. That is my judgment.

Mr. DILL. It is my judgment, too; and that is why I am
against this settlement.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator fromm Mississippi?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. HARRISON., If that is true, does not the Senator think
that Great Britain has put it all over the United States in the
terms of the settlement Great Britain made with Italy, for the
reason that Great DBritain will get from Italy, during the first
20 years, $139,000,000 more than the United States will receive?

Mr. COPELAND. If it is the purpose of Congress to extort
evory dollar "possible from Italy, I would say that England did
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“put it all over the United States,” but I do not want our
country to be put in the same shoes. I do mot want to put it
over Italy. 1If I had my way—and I speak for nobody else—
I would be more genercus, infinitely more generous, than the
American Debt Commission has heen.

Mr. DILL. Then I take it the Senator is in favor of practi-
cally eanceling this debt of Italy?

Mr, COPELAND, Speaking only for myself, Mr. President,
we could not buy friendship and trade and commerce any more
cheaply than by canceling this debt, and some others I might
nane.

Mr. DILL. Does not the Senator think it would be much
better to try to help buy the peace of Europe, if we are going
to ecancel the debt, than to try to buy trade and commerce,
while Mussolini builds up armies?

Mr. COPELAND. I have always regarded the Senator from
Washington as a brave man. 1 am amazed that he should be
afraid of Mussolini.

Mr, DILL. I am not afraid of Mussolini, but I am afraid
that if we give him more money he will plunge Hurope iuto
another war,

Mr. FLETCHER.

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. FLETCHER, 1 feel constrained to suggest to the Sen-
ator that the friendship which you have to buy is not very
trustworthy or sincere friendship. The Senator used the ex-
pression ‘buying friendship.” 1 think the experience of nian-
kind generally shows that the sort of friendship that has to
be bought can not be depended on. But

Mr. COPELAND. Just one moment. The word I used was
the wrong word, Let me correet my statement. America
conld not win friendship is a better way.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think that is better. But in conuection
with this talk about relieving Italy of a moral obligation by
refusing to accept this compromise of about 29 per cent of her
debt, relieving lier of interest entirvely for five years, and then
after that demanding one-eighth of 1 per cent for a period of
some 10 years, I believe, and after that one-quarter of 1 per
cent interest—it seems to me that is quite far-fetched. The
only way I know of by which a debtor can relieve himself
of the lezal as well as the moral obligation fo pay interest is
for him to come forward and teuder the full amount of his in-
debtedness in gold to his creditor. If the ereditor refuses to
accept it, then the debtor can say he does not have to pay any
interest after that and wants to be relieved. But a proposition
like this is entirely different from tendering the entire amount
of the indebtedness and offering to pay.

Mr, COPELAND. Mpr. President, we have hefore us for ¢on-
sideration just one proposition. The Italian Debt Commission
and the American Debt Commission met together and gave con-
sideration to all the factors involved in the settiement. Upon
that Debt Commission the Democratic Party was represented as
well as the Republican. After going into al! the matters in-
volved, taking into account everything which could have auy
possible relationship to the settlement, this commission of
Italians and Americans agreed upon a settlement. It was a
settlement which was accepted by the House of Representu-
tives. It is before the Senate now for us to accept or rejeet.
Speaking for myself, I am convinced, not alone from the state-
ment of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, but frem
the statements made by other members of the comnission,
that this settlement is all we can get. I saw an editorial this
morning which said, in effeet, *“When you have taken the
pound of flesh, why give consideration to wnether you migit
not get 17 ounees?” It is the best settlement and the only set-
tlement which offers.

Mr. HARRISON. Myr. President, may I ask the Seniator a
question before he proceeds further?

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. ‘

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator said he is in favor of con-
celing the debt. Does the Senator take into aceount the fact
that over $500,000,000 of this amount wus loaned to Italy after
the armistice?

Mr. CARAWAY.

Mr. President, will the Scnator yield?

It was $G17,000,000.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; S617,000,000.

Mr. COPELAND. I might say that that is what T do take
into acconunt and that is all 1 take int¢ acconnt. It is that
partienlar matter which justifies me and wmakes it possible
for me to salve my conscience to the aceeptance of the plan
proposed for settlement, becanse there was money which we
did give Italy after the war. I take it that the amount of
money we are getting back, if we get it all, will reimburse us
for that loan at least.

Mr. President, in spite of the arguments to which I have lis-
tened and in spite of the usnal arguments to the contrary, I have
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not changed iy opinion that it would make for international ac-
cord to have the settlement of onr own obligatious eoincide
with the settlements abroad. American taxpayers would ap-
preciate the additional tax reductions which could be given if
the payment of the national debt were spread out over the
longer perind. But with present and prevailing views it is
useless fo discuss this idea.

The point T want to make is that nltimately, as T see it, we
are going to be exceedingly generous to all our debtors. We
will be shamed into concessions at the end of 25 years and the
payment of our own debf. If there is real prospect of this,
why not be generous to the Hmit now?

I predict that Enginnd and Belgium will never pay one-half
the moeney provided for in their settlements with our Treasury,
and that the ultimate remission of the debts will be with our
full consent.

I wonder if we should bemoan this. Let me say to thie Senn-
tor from Filorida [Mr., FrercHer] that I am unsing the rizht
word nosw, that we never won national friendship more nobly
than we did by our generons treatment of China after the

woxer disturbanee., Every one of those Chinese students edu-
cated in America at the expense of our generosity is a walking
advertisement of American ideals.

Every good deed is as bread cast npon the waters. If we
are kind to Italy now she will forget that we have shut out
her wines, limited the admission of ler olive oil and grapes,
within a month closed onr gates to her straw hats, and reduced
Tier immigration quota to the very minimum. If we have been
economically and socially harsh in our dealings with her in
any of these matters, we can show that in finaneial matters
we are not seeking to take from her the last lira in the
settlement of a debt Incurred for a cominon cause,

YUGOSLAYIA

May I add, Mr. President—and I hope the Senator from Utah
[¥r. Saoor] will listen to this carefully—that our Debt Com-
mission iz negotinting with another nation. Yugoslavia seeks
a settlement,

I pray that America, in dealing with this nation, too, will
bear in mind her necessity. 1If yon have traversed Yugoslavia
us I have, yon know how poor are its people. They can mot
produce enough to pay great sums. Their ‘backs are broken
with their present tax burdens. We must be generous with
then.

To my mind any terms more severe than those imposed upon
Ttaly would be unfair and unjust to Yuogoslavia, This strug-
gling country and Italy are in a class entirely separate an<d
apart from Great Britain and France. Their ability to pay is
infinitely less. I hope the Senator from Ufah will bear that in
mind when the time comes to denl with Yugoslavia,

Mr., SMOOT. The Senator has had it in mind for a long
time.

Mr. COPELAND. I am very happy to hear that, because
having traversed Yugoslavia I know the condition of her
affairs, and 1 think it would be a great pity if harsh terms
were imposed upon her.

CONCLUBION

I leave it to others in the Seuate to dizcuss in detail the
cconomics of the situntion. But from some knowledge of how
the people live and struggle in southern Europe, T plend with
Seuators to obey the dictates of their hearts in making these
settlements. Turn aside from cold figures and lift your eyes
to the human aspects of the problem,

1 know what will be said—that the struggling masses of
America shiould not he faxed to lessen the burdens of alien
nations. Bui, Senators, no matter how poor are the sluin
dwelers of American cities, no mafter what the degree of
self-denial practiced by the wage earners of this country, no
mutfer what the burdens of the taxpayers of the United States,
our conditions are far and away superior to those of Italy.
The food, the housing, the clothing, the privilege of eduneation,
and the hope of advancement for the American family, are a
Lundred times better than for the soutliern European family.

I plead with you to remember that the war is over. Let us
adjust matters with German citizens, wifh tlhie Italians, the
Yugoslavs, and, 28 soon as, pessible, with the French. TLet us
put the sordid things of the war behind us. Let us contribute
to the contentment and peace of the world. Our sacrifices will
be hardly real, because in our riches we will barely Lkuow we
linve made suacrilices. Iint generous treatment accorded these
countries will bring from each nation an outburst of gratitude
and joy which will more than repay us for what, in the last
analysis, is our bounden duty to brothers and sisters across the

sens,
Alr. SMOOT.
quorum.

Mr, President, I suggest the abseunce of a
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tysowx in the chuir), The
clerk will eall the roll.

The legislative clerk ealled the roll, and the following Seni-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Bala Jones, Wash, Ransdell
Bayard Dit Rendrick Reed, 'a,
Bingham Tddee Royes Robiugon, Avk,
Dlease Ferris . King Shenpard
Borah Fletehoe MeKellar »Sumlth
Dratton Frazier MeoLenn Binoot
Brooklart George MeNary Slephens
Bronssard Gillett Mayiield Swanson
Hirnce Glasa Meitns Trammetl
Dutler Golr Metcalf Tyson
Caméron Gaoding Muoses Walsh
Canper fale Neely Wheeler
Caraway Harreld Nye Williams
Capeland 1fnirris Oidie Willis
Crimzons Harrison Oyerman

Cuniming Heflin Phipps

Curtis Howell Pittman

The PRESIDING OFPFICER. Sixty-five Senators having an-
swered to their names, & quorum is present.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr., President, I give nofice
that to-morrow at the first opportunity I shall speak briefly on
the guestion of the debt seftlement with Italy.

FARM RBELIEF LEGISLATION

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, on yesterday I introduced a
hill along the lines of farm relief, I wish now to say just a
few words about it.

Mr. President, the bill T yesterday introduced in this body,
which shall hereafter be referred to as 8, 3732, is a modification
of the so-called DicKinson agricultural Hill—H. R. 6563—yet it
differs materially from that measure. The Dickinson bill pro-
poses to deal with the so-called “Enrplus” of any agricultural
commodity. This bill, in effect, proposes to deal with any
“nnneeded " part of such commodity. It is seldom fhat we
have a real surplus in any commodity. The disorderly way in
which farm produets are marketed frequently gives vise to the
impression that a surplus exists, when in fact it does not exist.
It is just as disastrous to stability of market prices to have a
lack of orderly marketing as it is to have a surplus. It is the
purpose of 8. 3782 fo permit the Federal farm board, which it
is proposed to create, to act when prices are depressed hy lack
of orderly marketing as well as when they are depressed by
the actual existence of a surplus. It seems to ane that this is
a very desirable change. It does not attempt to change the
machinery established by the Dickinson bill; neither does it
propose to change the method outlined therein for raising funds
by the collection of an * egualization fee” to finance the farm
board in its efforts to stubilize prices, acting through coopera-
tive associations. g

For the most part the changes in the Dickinson bill proposed
herein have as their author Mr. C. L. Stealey, general manager
of the Oklnhoma Cotton Growers' Association, one of the lead-
ers in the cooperative movement among the cotton growers.
He has been connected from the fivst with the Oklahoma Cotton
Growers' Association, which now has more than 60,000 mem-
bers and has done much to aid in holding up prices of cotton
by orderly processes in marketing and otherwise. His views
are worthy of consideration, and T am not only offering this
hill beeanse I believe it an improvement on the Dickinson bill
but because I have a high regard for My, Stealey’s views on the
suhject.

This bIN provides for the farmer ownership of any part of
the erop that is not fmmediately saloble for any renson and
prevents export dumping at an inopportune time as well. The
Government has nothing fo do with it, except the Federal
farm board, a governmental agency, is charged with the duty
of raising a fund by collecting the egualization fees and uzing
same to assist the cooperative associations in carrying any
surplus or .any part of the crop which is likely to glut the
market and depress the market price. It is doubtful if we
have ever had a surplus of farm products. It Is a fact that all
farm products arve consmmed soomner or later. The so-called
“surplus crops™ are usually nothing mere nor less than that
part of the prodnction of any year which must be held in check
until the demand therefor becomes immedidte and such a de-
mand develops for it as to result in the offer of a reasonalile
price., That is what this modifled Dickinson bill doeg. It docs
all that the Dickinson bill does, and meh more, and affords,
in my judzment, the best vehicle for reform along this line of
any bill yet proposed aiming at the same purpose.

I believe the farmer capable of working out bis own destiny
if given a fair chance. e should be hielped by the Govern-
ment to help himself. This bill does not put his affairs in
the hands of a governmmental agency, but directs that the gov-
ernmental agency—the Federal farm board—shall allow him
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throngh his cooperailve associations to keep his husiness of
nandling his ecrops in his own hands, extending assistance to
them in doing so0, not in a paternalistic way, but in a helpful
way, and that is all the farmer wants. Oklahoma for the last
two years has been second to Texas in the production of cotton
and fthird of all the States in the production of wheat. Both
the cotton growers and whent growers of thnt State are well
organized into cooperative associntions. They are vitally in-
terested in knowing what the Congress intends to do for them.
They are asking for no price fixing laws. They want Govern-
ment aid in marketing their crops, and this bill will fit both
their present demands and needs. The board organized there-
under would have power to gnther statistics so badly needed
in their efforts to limit production, to market produects orderly,
and to recommend from time to time steps that should be taken
in the interest of the farmer by Congress and by the farmer
himself and by the various farm organizations.

I commend it to the consideration of the Senate and the
general public.

Mr. President, this is all I care to say in connection with the
bill at this time, except I wish to add that the Agricultural
Committee of the Senate is from day to day now holding hear-
ings on several farm-relief measures. I am a member of that
committee, and I expect to present the bill on which I have
spiken to that committee to be considered in connection with
tlie various other bills providing for farm relief which are
pending before the committee. I shall, perhaps, have something
further to say in reference to the bill Iater,

THE MATERNITY AND INFANCY ACT

Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. President, the period for wlich ap-
propriations were authorized under the maternity and infuncy
act of November 23, 1921, will end with the fiscal year terminating
June 30, 1927, The Secretary of Labor, after consaltation with
the President and the Burean of the Budget, has recommended
to Congress the continuance of appropriations under the act for
two additional years, the President having advised that the pro-
posal was not in conflict with his finaneial program. In his let-
ter of recommendation to Congress the Secretary of Labor stafed
that the work was just getting under way in the States, that it
would be very wasteful of expenditures already made if the appro-
priations were not extended at this time, that there was no more
serious waste than the unnecessary deaths of infants and of
mothers in childbirth, and that the cooperation of all agencies,
both public and private, in reducing this unnecessary loss of life
wias therefore justified. He called attention to the fuet that
the provisional figures of the vital-statistics division of the
Census DBurean had shown a substantinl drop in the infant-
mortality rate in the United States birth-registration area
since the enactment of the maternity and infancy law, but that
our infant death rate is still higher than in Australia, the
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, the Irish Free State, and that
no State in the United States has as low a rate as New
Zealand—that it was evident, therefore, that the United States
could not afford to slacken its effort to reduce the infant death
rate. He pointed out the fact that 43 States and the Territory
of Hawaii were cooperating with the Children's Bureau of the
Department of Labor under the provisions of the act. He
added that action was necessary at the present session for the
purpose of Budget estimates next autumn and in order that
State legislatures meeting in January, 1927, might know what
funds would be available, Bills have been introduaeced by the
chairmen of the Interstate and'Foreign Commerce Committee of
the House of Representatives and of the Senate Committee on
Education and Labor, respectively, in accordance with the
sugoestion of the Secretary of Labor, these bills authorizing
the eontinuance of the anuual appropriation of §1,240,000 for
the fiscal years of 1928 and 1929,

The maternity and infaney act was the outgrowth of studies
and investigations by the Children’s Bureau of the Department
of Labor. Those studies and investigations revealed an ap-
palling degree of mortality and invalidism among the mothers
of America in connection with the most iimportant and sacred
of all human functions, that of reproducing and preserving the
race. They revealed deaths of infants or their eondemnation
to permanent weakness and disease on an alarming seale. It
was found that nearly 20,000 mothers and anlmost 200,000 in-
fants under 1 year of age were dying in the United States
every year from lack of proper knowledge as fo the hygiene
of muternity and infancy. Heports from the hirth-registration
arca of the United States showed that from 1915 to 1920 the
deathh rate of mothers from causes relating to maternity was
inereasing. It was shown that the death rate of mothers in
the United States from  these canses was the highest for
any mnation in the world for which recent figures could
be obtained, and that sever foreign countries had infant
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death rafes lower than the United States. Tt was shown fhat
other nations and numbers of eities, both in our own and other
countries, had realized the necessity of educational action to
prevent or minimize such deplorable conditions within their
own limits and had institnted plans which were saving the
lives and bettering the physical condition of thousands of
mothers, thousands of infants, improving the standards of
treatment and care, steadily lowering the death rate for
mothers and children. The health department of the city of
New York had inanguarated a system of information and con-
sultation centers, supervised Ly qualified nurses and physicians,
with the result that hundreds of mothers had been saved from
death or invalidism and that the infant death rate of that
crowded metropolis had been reduced until it was probably the
lowest of any city on earth. It was well understood that for
many years the General Government liad heen developing, col-
lecting, and distributing data for the preservation and cave of
animal life and plant life. Were human beings of less impor-
tance than plants and animals?

In the national campaign of 1920 both thie Republican and
Democeratic nominees for the Presidency, Warren G. Hurding
and James M. Cox, favored legislation for the protection of
maternity and infaney. The Democratic national platform of
that year specilically urged cooperation with the States for
the protection of child life through infancy and maternity care.
Supporting the maternity bill which wag enacted by Congress
on November 23, 1921, were the Women's National Republiean
Committee; Women's National Democratic Committee: League
of Women VYoters, successor to  the historic Women's
National Suffrage Association; a former chairman of the
National Woman's Puarty; National Federation of Women's
Clubs ; National Congress of Mothers and Parent Teacher
Associations; National Women's Christian Temperance Union;
League of American Pen Women: Association of Collesiate
Alunuue; Women's Press Clubj; Council of Jewish Women;
national board of Young Women's Christian  Association;
Continental Congress of Daughters of American Revolu-
tion; National Associntion of Deans of Women; National
Women's Association of Commerce; National Consuners'
League ; National Organization for Public Health Nursing:
National Child Welfare Association; National Council of
Womern ; Serviee Star Legion; American Child Hygiene Asso-
ciation: Woman's Foundation for Health; National Women's
Trade Union Leagne; Life Extension Institute of New York:
superintendent’s department of National Education Associa-
tion; New Mexico Child Welfare Board; Legislative Couneil
of California;: Colorado Children’s I3ureau; Colorado Eastern
Star; Colorado Ladies of the Grand Arvmy of the Republie;
North Dakota Votes for Women League; Women's Education
Club of Toledo; New Orleans Infant Welfare Association;
Chicago Visiting Nurse Association; Twentieth Century
Mother's Club, Newport. Tenn, ; Cocke County Red Cross Chap-
ter, Newport, Tenn.; Portland Equal Franehize Leagne, Port-
land;, Me.; Social Service Club, Flagstalf, Ariz. ; Fulton County
Tuberculogis Committee, Johnstown, N. Y.: Denver Women's
Christian Temperance Council; Childress-Collingswortli-Danley
Hall County Medical Society, Clarendon, Tex.; director and
trustees of the Elizabeth MeCormick Fund.

In both Honses the bill received Iarge majorities of
parties.

Mr. W. F. Bigelow, editor of Good Housekeeping, took a deep
interest in the measure, and gave it vital assistance,

In the annual report of the Chief of the Children’s Bureau
for the fisenl year ending June 30, 1925, may be found a sum-
mary of what s been accomplished by this legislation since
its enactment. In that report it is set out that the work nnder
the maternity act in the States aceepting it embraced:

(1) Better infant carve through the teaching of mothers.

(2) Better care for mothers through edneation as to the need
and valne of skilled supervision during pregnancy, child birth,
and the lying-in period.

(3) More widespread medical and nursing facilities, so that
adequate maternity and infaney supervizion would be available
to all who needed it.

It is further stated that during the fiscal year 1925 the 43
States operating under the act held 10,502 child-health confer-
ences: that 278,016 infants and children of preschool nge had
been examined ; that 622 children’s health centers and 57 per-
manent prevatal centers had bheen estnblished : that 3,581 pre-
natal conferences had been held with 35,997 women in attend-
ance; that midwife elasses had been conducted in 19 States
with an attendance of 15,011, and that 5,047 women had com-
pleted the midwife course of instruction.

The 43 States now operating nnder the maternity net are:
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Delaware,

all
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Flarida, Georgla, Idahe, Indiana, Toswa, Kentucky, Touisiana,
Abiryland, Michigan, Mivnesota, Milssissippi, Missouri, Montana,
Trehraskia, Nevada, New Hampshive; New Jersey, New Mexico,
New York, North Carolina. North Dakota, ©Ohio, Oklahioma,
Ovezon, Pennsylvania, Ithede Island, South Carolina, South
Digitota, Tennesses, Tesas, Utah, Vermont, Virgicia, Washing-
ton, Weat Virginda, Wiscoasin, and Wyeming. 'To this list
should be adided the Territory of Haswail,

It also appears from this report that speeial work has been
nndertaken fn Tennessee, Georgia, Idaho, Nevada, Utah, and
Now Mexico at the reguest of State anthorvities by the technieal
stafl of the maternity and infant hyziene division of the Chil-
dren’s Durecsr; that in Tennessee a statistical study wius mude
[to show infunt and materpal mortality rates as affecied by the
itype of attenduant at birth; that in this stndy loss riates as
vell ng neonntal death rates were secured, inasmuch as the
stiilbirth rate 2= weil s the neonatal and maternal mertality
rates are all inflaenced by the ecare received by the mmother
before and st the time of the birth of the child. In New BMexico
a study was muade of conditions affecting the health of mothers
in two counties representing widely different conditions, the
one having a Mexiean population, the other an entirely English-
spedtking population. A study was made in 1daho of birth reg-
{stration and eauses of infunt deaths, while in Utah und Nevada
help was given ki organizing a nursing program. In both Ten-
ressce and Georgin conferences were held on important phases
of childbirth,

The report diseloses that on October 8, 9, and 10, 1924, n
conference of State directors of maternity and infant hyglene
wis held in the offices of the Childresy's Buarean at Washington,
that represeutatives of 36 States conperating under the mater-
nity act and of one Siate not cooperating were present, and
that the eonference considered ways and means of extending
and improving the work. The conference requested the Chil-
dren’s Burean to formadate standards of child eare amud pre-
natal care to be used by the State agencies. Accordingly. at
the instance of {he burean a group of prominent obstetrieians
formulated @ set of prenatal standards, covering obstetrical
examinaticns and the care and advice which every expectant
mether zhould receive, JFurthermore, a set of standards fo
e emplored by physiclans condueting infant and preschool con-
ferences was dyawn up by the bureaw's ndvisory committee, a
committee appointed by the American Pediatrie Seciety, the
pedintric seetion of the American Medical Association, and the
Ameriean Child Health Associntion, this set of standards in-
cluding divections to physieinns and nurses for the general
comndnet of sueh conferences, an outline for the child’'s personal
and family history, and a schedule for six complete physical
examinations,

It will be seen at once that fhe work under the maternity
Jaw is of the highest human value and significanee. It is purl-
fying the very sources of lniman life, developing and strength-
ening the foundations of healthinl and happy existence.

Too mueh eun not be sald in praise of Miss Grace Abbott,
Chief of the Children's Bareau, and her predeeessor, Miss Julia
Lathrop, for their able aud sympathetic administration of this
grent work.

The report points out that the studles of the Children’s Bu-
reau demnonsirate that a very high pereentage of the deaths of
mothers in connection with childbirth is dve to preventable
canses, and that it is very essential that efforts to prevent un-
neceszary deatlis of this character be continuned. The report
adds that in work of ihis kind the United States is behind
miny other countries; that successful methods of conducting
prenatal clinies have been demonstrated under the maternity
act; thnt a beginning has been made in getting action of this
Lind under way in some communities; and that much more
could Le seccomplished in this direction.

i l-‘lvg-lm ps it would be well at this point to describe the act

Sl

It provides that eertain sums shall be paid to the States for
the purpose of cooperating with them in promoting the wel-
fare and hyziene of maternity and infaney. For the fiscal year
enging June 39, 1921, it authorized a Federal appropriation of
S4R0,000 to be equally apportioned nmong the States, and for
ench snbsegnent year through a period of five years the sum of
$240,000 to be similarly apportioned without condition. For the
fiscal year ending June 3D, 19220 it anthorized for the use of
the States under the provisions of the act an additional sum
of §1,000,000, and annually thereafter for a period of five years
an additional smn not to exceesd $1,000,000. From these addi-
tienal smmns it apportioned $3,000 to cach State without refer-
ence to population, and the remainder to the States in acecord-
ance with the proportion of their population to the total popu-
lation of the States as shown Ly the last preceding census—all
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payments from the additlonal sums fo be conditioned on the
appropriation of equal amounts by the States accepting the snct,

The act establishes o board of maternity amd infant hygiene,
consisting of the Chief of the Children’s Burean, the Suvgeon
General of the United States Public Health Service, amd the
United States Commissioner of Iducation.

The Children’s Bureau of the Department of Labor is in-
vested with the administration of the gct, except as is other-
wise provided, the Chief of the Children's Bureau to be the
executive ofiicer., It is made the duty of the Children's Bu-
resu fo make or esuse to be made such studies, investigations,
and reports as would promote the eflicient administration of
the measure.

To sectire the benefits of the appropriations authorized by
the act a State is required, through its legislative anthority, to
accept the provisions of the act and designnate or nuthorize the
creation of a State ageney with whiclh the Children’s Bureau
15 empowered to cooperate, provided that in a State having a
clifld-welfare or child-bygiene division in its State agency of
health such State agency s required to adininister the act
thronzh snel division.

The Children’s Bureau is authorized to mse for annual ex-
pense of administration not more than 3 per cent of the addi-
tional sums provided by the act, and out of the nmmeount so
alloted for expense to employ such assistants, elerks, and other
persous in the Distriet of Columbin and elsewhere, to be taken
from the eligible Hsts of the Civil Service Commission, to pur-
chase such supplies, material, equipment, office fixtures, and ap-
paratus, and to incur sueh travel and other expense as the
burean might deem necessary to the purpeses of the act.

A State desiring to cooperate is required by its agency al-
ready deseribed to submit to the Children’s Bureau detailed
plans for carrying out the act within such State, the plans to
be subject to approval of the board of maternity and infant
hygiene. The act requires that the plans submitted by a State
shall provide that no official or agent or representative of the
State, in carrying out the provisions of the act, shall enter any
home over the objection of the parents, or either of them, or the
person standing in loco parentis or having custody of a ehild,
The act provides further that if the plansg of a Stute are in
conformity with the nct and rensonably appropriate and ade-
fnuate to carry out its purposes they must be approved by the
board and that due notice of such approval must be sent to the
State agency by the Chief of the Children’s Bureamn.

It is next provided that no official, agent, or representative of
the Children's Bureau shall by virtue of the act have any right
to enter any home over the objection of the owner thorcof, or
to take charge of any child over the objectlon of the parents,
or oither of them, or of the person standing in loco parentis
or having the custody of the child; that nothing in the act shall
be construed as limiting the power of a parent or guardian or
person standing in loco parentis to determine what treatment
or correction shall be provided for a child or the agency or
agencies to be employed for such purpose.

It is provided further by the act that within 60 days after
any appropriation aunthorized by the act shall have been made,
and as often thereafter while such appropriation remains unes-
pendad as changed conditions may warrant, the Children's Du-
reaun shall ascertain the amounts that have been appropriated
by the legislatures of the several States accepting the act and
shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount to
which each State iy entitled. Such certificate is to state (1)
that the Stafte has throngh its legislative authority accepted
the act and designated or authorized the creation of an agency
to cooperate with the Children’s Bureau, or that the Sfate has
otherwise accepted the act in accordance with its provisions;
(2) that the proper ageney of the State has submitted to tho
Children's Burean detailed plans for carrying out the act and
that such plans have been approved by the board of maternity
and infant hyglene; (3) the amount appropriated by the State;
and (4) the amount to which the State is entitled from the
United Stales Government.

Each State agency cooperating under the act is required to
make such reports concerning its operations and expenditures
as prescribed or requested by the Children’s Burean. The bu-
reau is given authority, with the approval of {lhe Dboard of
maternity and infant hygiene, to withhold in its discretion,
and required on request of a majority of sald board to with-
hold any further certificate whenever it shall be determined
that a State agency has nuot properly eéxpended the money paid
to it or the moneys required to be appropriated by the State
for the purposes and in accordance with the provisions of the
act. The certificate may be withheld until such time or on
sueh condifions as the Children’s Burean, with tlie approval of
said board, may determine, and when the certificate is o with-
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lield the State agency may appeal to the President of the
United States, who may either affivm or reverse the action of
the burean with snch direetions as he deems proper, provided
that hefore the certificate may be withheld the chairman of
said board is to give notice in writing to the authority desig-
nated to represent the State, stating specifically wherein said
State hos failed to comply with the act.

It is stipukited in the act (hat no portion of the moneys ap-
portioned under it for the benefit of the States shall be applied,
directly or indirectly, to the purchase, erection, prescrvation,
or repair of any building or bulldings or equipment, or for the
purchase or rental of any buildings or lands, and that no such
money or moneys required to be appropriated by any State for
tlie purposes and In accordanve with the provisions of the act
shall be uged for the payment of any maternity or infancy
pension, stipend, or gratuity.

The Children's Burean is required to perform the dnties
assigned to it by the act under the supervision of the Seeretary
of Labor, and the Seeretary is requnired to inelude in his annual
report to Congress a full account of the administration of the
act and of the expenditures it authorized.

In the final section it is provided that the aet shall be con-
strued as intending to secure to the various States control of
the administration of the act within their respective limits,
subject only to the provisions and purposes of the act,

The maternity act establishes an information service of meas-
ureless benefit to the American people, It is based on the
principle already cmbodied in the cooperation of State and
Nation in econnection wilth other subjects.

For many years the National Government has been eollating
and diffusing information as to the economie, intellectual, and
social ‘development of the United States, thereby performing
an edunecational function of highest worth. No action on the
part of State or Nation has more completely met the acquies-
cence and approval of the masses, or is more clearly within
the range of legitimate governmental authority, than the col-
lection and dissemination of educational data and statisties,
both separately and by joint arrangement.

Thomas Jefferson, in his first inaugural address, included
the diffusion of information among the essential principles
of our Government. And what could be of profounder nuational
and local importance, of more fundamental relationship to the
very strueture of our federated Republie, to all its units, large
and small, than the diffusion of knowledge involving the wel-
fare of the mother and the child? The act having this object
in view, the maternity act, makes no effort to override or to
destroy State jurisdiction. Each State has the right to aec-
cept or to reject its terms. On acceptance the State develops
and administers its own plans in its own way for the accom-
plishment of the net within its borders, the General Govern-
ment reserving only such jurvisdiction as assures substantial
compliance with the provisions of the measure, any difference
on this point to be decided by appeal to the President,

The act does not seck to compel anyomne to accept the in-
formation it makes availalle through bulletinsg, liealth con-
sultation centers, trained nurses, and reputable physicians.
An especial effort is made to place the service within the
reach of rural sections where hospitals, nurses, and physicians
are diflicult to reach.

It ean not be sald that this act discourages individual
initiative. On the contrary, it is In the inferest of individual-
ism, because it puts individuals in position to develep their
own powers and to utilize their opportunities. If the indi-
vidual is handieapped by mental and pbysical defeets due to
lack of proper care during the periods of prematal growth,
of birth, and infancy, may he or she be said to pussess an
adequate or an equal chance to make the most of life? If
thie mother is weakened and wounded, frequently beyond all
cure, in connection with the custody and production of human
life, may she be said fo retain o just and proper chance to
perform the sacred ministry of motherhood or to make the
maost of her existence? In this age of towering living costs
there are thousands, Immdreds of thousands, of families so
near the line of bare subsiztence that they can not obtain
the requisite knowledge, treatment, or attention for mother
and child in some of the most perilous hours human beings over
know.

The maternity act embodies and protects the very essence of
individual right and opportunity in that it endeavors to protect
the potential capacity to exercise them at the very threshold of
existence when life and the life that issues from it are virtually
liclpless and in unguestioned need of sympathy and aid. Among
the first and most fundamental of all human rights is the right
to a normal birth. Equally important and essential is the right
of motherhood to a normal, sound, and healthful expression.
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INDEBTEDNESS OF ITALY TO THE UXNITED STATES

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H, R, 6773) to authorize the settlement
of the indebtedness of the Kingdom of Italy to the Uniteild
States of Ameriea,

Mr., CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the alsence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Ternald Keyes Robinson, Ind.
Bayaril Ferris King Backett
Bingham Fletcher MeKellar Sheppard
1ileasoe Frazler MeAlaster Shipstead
Tlorah Goorge MeNary Shortridee
Bratton Gillete Mayheld Simmons
Brookhnart Glass Mesans Smith
Broussard Goff Meteall Smoot
Lruce Gooding Neely stanfield
Butler Hale Norrls Swingon
Cameéron Hurreld Nye Trammaell
Capper Harris Oddie Tyson
Cariway Harrlson Overman Wadsworth
Copelaud Heflin Phipps AWnish
Couzens Howell I'inge Wheeler
Cumming Jolinson Pittman Willlams
Curtis Jones, N. Mex, Tansdell Willis

Dill Jones, Wash, Reed, Pa.

Edge Kendrick Robinson, Ark.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-four Senators hav-
ing answered to their names, a quorum Is present.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if there is no one else
who desires to discuss the Italian debt settlement at this time,
and if there is nothing else to come before the Senate, I shall
proceed.

As the years lengthen, the world will appreclate more the
big part America played in the grent World War, History will
not record any country that gave so unsélilshly and acted
more patriotically In humanity’s bebalf than did America.
She sent 2,000,000 of her brave boys ncross the seas and raised
an armed foree of four and a half million splendid young men,

The business interests of America permitted themselves, with
a lhigh sense of patriotism, to be regulated in every imaginable
way and to be taxed in very large amounts. I think some
industries were taxed for war necessities between 80 and 40
cents on the dollar.

The laboring man of the country put his strong arm to the
wheel and played his part. The agricultural interests of the
country responded by enlarging their fields and in working
many more than the usual number of hours a day, and they
produced as they had never produnced before. Every element
in the country—including the women—responded enthusias-
tieally to the war and war necessities.

Before we entered that great conflict, there had been an
agreement among the allied nations that each would finance
itself. When we did enter, because of the depreciation of the
medinm of exchange and the necessity of purchasing here large
amounts of munitions and food supplies and other things,
our Government, at the instance and eall of the European
allies, arranged large loans, amounting to some $10,000,000,000,

If some such arrangement to enable the allied countries to
make purchases had not been made by this Government, nono
of those countries would have beén able to purchase as much
as they did upon such good terms a3 they got, and through that
arrangement millions of dolliirs were gaved to our allies in the
money which was used to buy munitions and other necessities
of war.

When we loaned the money to our allies there were few
people in this country, if any, who did not believe that if vie-
tory should perch upon our bannpers, every cent, lucluding
interest, would be repaid in time. Notes were given; duoe in
five years, drawing 5 per cent interest.

I could not, mo matter how I might speak, exaggerate the
great benefits that acerned to the allied countries from the
Joans we made to them, but following the war and victory this
country adopted a policy which some may defend and others
criticize, but it is & mafter of history that it was a policy of
isolution, of drawing within ourselves, like the tnrtle, and
refusing to sit in economic conferences or otherwise with the
nations of the world. Of course that poliey may have seemed
a wise one to some distinguished statesmnen, but as a result of
it we saw our trade gradually wenkened and eur commerce
almost disappear. Our influence among the nations of the
world has waned, but the gratification of American statesmen
to try out a policy of isolation has survived.

Perhaps if we had taken a bigger part, and had brought poo-
ples closer to us, and had not been so spineless, but had sat at
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the couneil table, and had glven {o the couniries of the world
our counsel and our advice when sought, we would have held
on to our trade to a higher degree than we have. Perhaps our
influence to-day would be greater than it is, and we would not
now being an outeast nation among the powers of the world.

At any rate, following that policy, we said nothing about our
debt, wi paid no attention to the debt that was owing to us,
but adopted a policy of trying to raise as much as we could in
America from the taxpayers by levying taxes in every form.
Some thought that a high income tax and surtax, and taxes on
every Kind of article sold in this country, taxes such as
nuisance taxes, should be imposed. They had their way, and
those taxes were imposed, and they have been kept on the books
for many, many years.

Others thought that in addition we ought to impose a very
high protective tariff, so that our farther dealings with foreign
nations wonld be clipped, and the American people would pay
more taxes. So their gratification hias come about, if there
wis glory in putting it over, and the people lLiave been im-
posed npon by this additional character of taxation.

During all of that imposition of tax after tax upon the
American taxpayer, we fingered with our thumbs, we looked
eross to the east, but made no attempt to colleet our debts.

That was a great reservoir that might have been tapped.
It would have given relief to the American taxpayer and would
have checked or greatly diminishied the imposition of the taxes
necessary to float bonds that carried an interest rate of 4 and
414 per cent,

I can not =ay that T can compliment the high statesmen whe
have steered our old ship of state for the last half decade.
I am very much of the opinion that if we had been more
courngeous aud had been willing to look beyoud the Lorizon and
liad played a man's part—the part that this Nation has always
played from the beginning of our Government untll now—we
would have been able not only to reduce taxes more gquickly aud
in larger amounts, but we would be on better terms with the
nations of the world.

Great Britain, acting under her usual and customary policy
~of {rying to maintain her national integrity and high uational
honor, was the first to respond to the invitation of this country
to begin negotiations in order that her debt mizht be fuuded.
I was not partieularly enamored of the seitlement with Great
Britain. 1 voted for it because 1 thought it wmight stabilize
world conditions and might help the trade and commerce of
our country, I was willing to reduce the interest rate to some
extent and even to extend the time of payment, even if it
should have been 62 years, for the good of the world and the
betterment of trade and commerce and mankind in general,

The Senate adopted the resolution approving that debt settle-
ment. We were led to believe in that settlement, and it was
voiced not once but numerous times by the propouvents of the
Britisl debt settlement, that we were then establishing a prece-
dent that was to be followed in the funding of our debts with
our other European allies. No one had any idea then that any
statesman representing the Senate or this Government In the
future would have the audacity fo come here and advocate the
rutification of a debt settlement on diferent terms from those
discnssed and adopted at that time. :

Indeed, there was started in this country a propaganda
to cancel our foreign debts. It was taking root.  Certnin
business interests—for business purposes, as they said, Imt
for solfish reasons, as we knew—were trying to get a start in
the matter of the cancellation of our debts, They eared noth-
ing about the proposition that men who were without means
during the war days had gone into thelr pockets and sacrificed
to the last farthing in order that they might respond in the
purchase of Liberty bouds and war thrift stamps to help win
the war. They cared nothing about the proposition that the
American taxpayer for five years had been paying this high
interest charge of 4 amd 41 per cent. Dut for their own
colfish agerandizement they concocted the scheme and set in
motion the machinery to crystalize public opinion in the coun-
try for the cancellation of our foreign debts.

But our friends on the other side of the aisle and at the other
end of Pennsylvania Avenue, astute as they are and politically
wide awake all the time, thought it would be a popular thing
for their spelibinders to go to the country and for their news-
papers to write editorials to the effect that the old Republican
Party was against the eancellation of a single cent of a Euro-
pean debt.  Speech after speech was made upon the floor of
the Hounse of Representatives and in this forum and out upon
the hustings, and in every way the views of the Republican
lesidership were sent broadeast that the Republican Party
was agginst the cancellation of any debt. It struck a popular
chord in America. The tuxpayers were led to belleve thut the
Republican Party under the present leadership were theix
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friends, so they patted them on the back and said, “ We agree
with you." When the British debt settlement came on and wus
ratified just on the eve of the national campaign and these
dignified and astute politleians and statesmen of the Granid
Old Party met at Cleveland, they thought that one of the
most popular provisions that might be written into the Cleve-
land platform would be to incorporate the achievements of
the administration with respect to the funding of the British
debt and the policy that the Grand Old Party wonld follow
ilnlthc vears to come with respect to the funding of the other
debts.

So thex wrote into the platform that which has been rend
to the Senate in the last day or two, and 1 would like to hear
it read to the Seunute every hour up to the time.we voie upon
the Bl that is now pending, I would like to burn it into the
hearts of every American taxpayer. 1 would be glad to have
it read, so it would reveal the hypoerisy—I mean the poliriceal
hypoerisy—of certain distinguished statesmen who urged the
people to believe at that time in that campalgn that never, as
long as the Republican Party should control this Government,
would it deviate from the terms written in the British debt
settlement. It was a plain amd simple statement. I want my
friend from Utuli [Mr. Ssmoor], who sits here at this time so
complucently listening, and who perhaps was a member of the
resolutions committee, though 1 do not know, to listen care-
fully to the reading of this plank. In those Republican con-
ventions he always is one of the high leaders and occeuplies a
high place on the board. In that particular convention I know
he was one of the great leaders, because no politieal trick
conld be manufuactured in which the various plans were to he
put together smoothly that he wasg not the builder to lay * the
corner stone,” If he wuas not on the platform committee, he
wis certainly on some other committee that might oil the
machinery in order that the steam roller might run more

smoothly. I ask my friend in patience to listen to this again.
Mr., SMOOT. The Senator does me too much credit alto-
gether.

Mr. HARRISON. XNo; I do not. The Senator iz modest in
that statement. He deserves all the credit for writing this
plank in the platform, and he also deserves a great deunl of
the discredit of writing this funding debt agreement. Herve is
what the Republican platform provided:

We stamd for settlements with all debtor countries similar in char-
aeter with our debt agreement with Great Britain,

Could anything be more simple? Could there be anything
plainer?

We stand for settlements with all debtor countries gimilar fn char-
acter with our debt agreement with Great Britain. That settlement
achivved under Republican administration wias the greatest Interna-
tioual tinanelnl transaction in the history of the world., UUnider the
terms of the agreement the United States now receives an anoual
retitrn upon the $4.600,000000 awing to us from Great Britain with
a detinfte obligation of nltimate payment fo full.

So if the Senator was on the resolutions committee e wasg
writing a eulogy about himself, and the American people hatl
n right to belleve that the Republican 'arty would redeem that
pledge. They never dremmed there would be any other agree-
ment written upon any other terms.  When little Poland came
in, devastated as she was, the same terms were accorded
Polamd that were imposed upon Great Britain, Poland was
given 62 years in which to pay and was given an interest rate
of 3 and 314 per cent.

Mr, JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. I listened to the argument that was made
with =ome degree of forcefuluess and some degree of zenlous-
ness yesterday that the Italian debt settlement was similar to
the settlement with Great Britain., 1 am not certain but what
the distinguished Senutor from Utah has the same idea. 1 am
nunable to s=ee it; but possibly the Senator from Mississippi
conld take up the dilference before he concludes and demnou-
striate whether they are allke or whether they arve dissimilar.
Yesterday the Senator was not present and did not hear the
debates that occurred: but as I understood the proposition
advanced, it was that we were to receive all of the principal
in one case and that we are to receive all of the principal in
the othier case, and therefore the settlements are alike.

Mr. HARRISON, Yes; I expect to disenss the difference
between the propositions before I shall have concluded.

So the American people had the right to expect that these
distingnished gentlemen would live up to that platform., Of
conrse, that was an expectation that was not well founded,
becanse past history reveals few instances when the distin-
guished gentlemen leading the Republican I'urty have ever
lived up to their promises,
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S0 little Poland ecame in owing us money. Poland was in
dire distress at that time, but a settlement was made and the
terms were written the same as were written with Great
Britain. The interest rates are the same. The length of time
for settlement, 62 years, is just the same. Then came Czecho-
glovakia and Hungary and Lithuania and other little countries
over there, all wrought by the arm of war, all in a very de-
plorable condition financially, as well as otherwise, and we
gave to them the same terms that we imposed upon Great
Britain. Thus far well and good. The Republicans were liv-
ing up to the terms of their platform and the expectations
of the American people. If the distinguished leaders of the
Republican Party in the campaign of 1924 had taken any
other position, if they had written into their platform that we
were going to fund our debt with Italy by exacting payment
of only 27 cents on the dollar, or from some other countries
in less amounts, they would not have had a corporal’s guard
vote in the election that followed. It was one of the con-
tributing canses that gave them their tremendous vote in the
presidential enmpaign. No one ean measure it differently. No
one can say that if it had not been for that provision In the
plank of the®Republican platform they would not have lost the
election. We must assume that the American taxpayer ex-
pected them to live up to the promises made in connection
with the DBritish debt settlement,

Then came DBelgium, The promises were not lived up to
with respect to Belgium, because it was said that we are un-
der some moral obligation to carry out some promise made by
Mr. Wilson at Versailles with respect to BHelgium. It was the
first time that some gentiemen I know of had a desire or
showed the slightest inelination to live up to some of the moral
obligations of America’s representatives at Versailles.

They funded the debt of Delgium upon somewhat different
terms than those imposed upon Poland and Czechoslovakin and
Greut Britain. They charged no interest with respect to Bel-
gium upon the prearmistice debt and iinposed it only upon the
postarmistice debt. But at that we propoze to collect from
Belginm 55 per cent of the debt, Yet in the Ttallan proposition
we are confronted with the situation that, even though Italy
horrowed $617,000,000 after the armistice, they are to be re-
lieved from the payment of any interest on all the debt until
1030, and then begin to pay only one-elghth of 1 per cent, and
pay that for the next 10 years.

Can anyone defend the showing of more favoritism to Italy
than was shown to Belginm? Was not Belgium overrun by the
enemy's army? Were not her factories closed and demolighed ?
Were not her fields made to lie in idleness? Were not many
more of her heroie sons, in proportion to population, killed upon
the hattle field than were those of Italy? Yes, that is all true;
and yet the great patriotic statesmen representing this Gov-
ertiment seck to show a greater favoritism to Italy and a dis-
crimination against Belginm. Therce is but one conrse for us
as i1 Government to pursue in our dealings with foreign coun-
tries, and that is to treat all nations alike and discriminate
against none, nor show favoritism to any. By pursuing that
policy we shall not become entangled in any international
broils; but when through the negotiations of our debt com-
mission and by act of Congress we undertake to show favorit-
ism for one country at the expense of another we are bonnd
to zet into trouble, and that iz what we are now abont to do.

No interest is to be charged nntil 1930 upon the $2,042,000,000
debt which Italy owes us; hut beginning in 1930 we are going
to collect from the Italinns one-eighth of 1 per cent. That is a
great rate of interest. The American faxpayer during and
since the war has been paying 41 per cent upon the money
that he lonned to Ifaly, for it is the money of the American
tnxpayer after all. While during all the years until 1930 the
Italian taxpayer will be released from the payment of all inter-
est charges, the American taxpayer will be paying 414 per cent.,
Then during the next 10 yeurs, until 1940, when the Italian
taxpayer will be paying but one-eighth of 1 per cent, the
American taxpayer up in the great State of North Dakota and
down in my State of Mississippl as well, and all over this
country, will be paying 414 per cent interest. Then from 1940
to 1950, while the Italian taxpayer will be paying but one-
fourth of 1 per cent inferest, the American taxpayer out in the
State of California will have to pay 414 per cent interest upon
the Government debt; und so on down the line,

On the $2,042,000,000 which we loaned to Italy, of which $0617,-
000,000 was loaned after the armistice, we are upon the present
worth to receive five hundred and some odd million dollars,
and we are to give to the Italinn taxpayer over $1,500,000,000.
Even though we exacted from Great Eritain and are collecting
from Great Dritain 82 per eent on present worth, thereby econ-
ceding to Great Britain 18 per cent, and while we are collect-
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ing from Czechoslovakia, from Hungary, from Lithuania, and
from Poland 82 per cent, conceding to those little countries 18
per cent, we are fo collect, under the terms of the agreement
with Italy which we are asked to ratify, only 27 per cent, and
we are conceding to the Italian taxpayer 73 per cent.

I do not care how eloquent the distinguished Senator from
Utah [Mr. Satoor] may be, I do not ¢are how persnasive he may
be in his power of speech, he can not convince the American
people that there is any justice or any equity in the proposi-
tion that we should release Ifaly from the payment of T3
per cent of her debt, Go to your people if you want to explain
to your constitnents in the coming election, but you will never
convincee them either of the righteousness or of the justice
of this particular measure. - :

Mr. President, in a very able speech delivered by the dis-
finguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. REeEn] some weeks ago,
he read from the advertisement of the New York bankers who
were trying to flont bonds in order to loan $100,000,000 to
Italy. That negotiation was taking place at the same’time the
distinguished Senator from Utah and his colleagues were sit-
ting around the table negofiating this debt settlement with
Italy. The Senator from Utah will recall, the Senate will
recall, and the country will reeall the glowing pictare which
wias painted by Morgan & Co. and the other bankers of New
York when they made to Italy that loan of $100,000,000 and
obtained their 7 per cent commission, which loan is also carry-
ing, I believe, a 7 per cent interest rate. Do Senators thinlk
that those distinguished finaneiers would be lending that money
if they did not think that Italy had the ability and the
capacity to pay?

Is it fair for the Italian mnegotiators to come here and for
the American statesmen, our representatives upon the Debt
Commission, to agree to terins of settlement with Italy that
will deprive the American taxpaycrs of all interest on the
Italian debt until 1930, we then to receive one-eiglith of 1 per
cent for 10 years, and then one-fourth of 1 per cent, and then
one-half of 1 per cent for 10 years, and so on down the line,
and at the same time see Italy borrowing money and obligat-
ing herself to pay 7 per cent interest and 7 per cent commis-
sion for negotiating a private lean of $£100,000,000? 1If Sena-
tors can explain that to their constituents and get away with
it, then they have a greater power of speech and greater lncidity
of expression than I helieve they have, or else their con-
stituents are a little bit more dumb than I think they arve.
Where did Morgan & Co. get the information about Italy's
ability to pay and present prosperous condition upon which
they based their statements if not from the same sources that
negotiated for Italy this settlement?

It is unbelievable that they told one story to our commis-
sioners as to Italy’s condition and another to these bankers.
Ah, sir, believe me, my experience tells me that before bankers,
and especially New York bankers, float loans they investizate
the collateral very thoroughly. I have no reason to believe
otherwise in this instance. Then, again, while that was going
on, while the wool was being pulied over the eyes of my dis-
tinguished friend from Utah and his colleagues representing
this Government in the negotiation, Great Dritain, through her
statesmen, was negotiating with Italy for a settlement of the
debt which was owing fo her. Wise statesmen as they are,
they were looking after the interests of Great Britain. It has
been stated upon this floor and has been heralded to the coun-
try through the press that we are getting a more liberal settle-
ment and better treatment from -Italy than Great Britain
received from Italy. That is not true; the facts do not justify
the statement; the agreements themselves contradict that as-
sumption. Now, let us see about that.

There Is a great difference between what the statezmen
representing America stood for in negotiating this settlement
and those representing Great Dritain in negotiating the seftle-
ment which that country niade with Italy. We were willing
merely to get them to sign some kind of a paper on a dotted
line; we were willing for them to pay at any time within 62
years; we were not interested in how much they were to pay
during the first five years: we were not interested in how much
they were to pay during the next 10 years or the 10 years fol-
lowing that period; but we were interested, according to the
terms of the agreement in collecting the money, or part of it,
in 62 years, and the greater part of it was to be collected
during the latter 30 ycars of the agrecment. Great Britain's
statesmen, perhaps, had in their minds what the distingunished
Senator from New York [Mr. Corenaxp] spoke of to-day. The
Senator from New York spoke candidly; he spoke frankly; he
spoke whit a great many who favor the ratification of this
agreement believe in their hearts to Le the truth, and that is
that there will be a canceilation of the Italian debt and that
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we should not exact anything from them. We ean get along
without the money, they think. I sometimes wonder, Mr., Presi-
dent, it our viewpoint is not in some way or other formed
according to the number in our States that come from the
counitry with which we are dealing. If the population of my
State was made up of 90 per cent of Italians, it would not change
my viewpoint, because I think it is time for the American
Government fo look after the American taxpayer a little bit
amid not have its eyes blurred by looking after the Italian tax-
“ payer. A, sir, do not forget that the Italians in this country
will not faver Italy as against the United States. They love
thelr motlier conntry, but real Itslians love America the more.

So oonr statesmen were trying merely to get an agrecment
under which the money would be eolleeted in 62 years, not car-
fng how mueh might be collected during the fivst five-year
period or the succeeding 10-year period or during the follow-
Ing 20 years,

The representatives of Great Britain, on the other hand, were
trying to colleet ns mueh as they could as quickly as they could.
They thought, perhaps like my friend from New York, that in
25 vears all the nations which owe forelzn debts are going to
lay down on the job: that none of them will be able to pay;
that then there will have to be a reaccounting, and that the
debts then will have to be ecanceled. I myself do not believe
that. I belicve that every zreat power in the world hag enough
regard for its financial obligations to make every legitimate and
reasonnbio elfort to pay iis debts as it goes along, and I believe
that, whatever terms of seltlement may be made by this Gov-
ernment with Italy, with Belginm, and with other nations, they
will be met in time. There may be a defaunlt for a year or two,
but it iz provided in the agrecment that if there shall be a
default for a year, then the interest rate to be applied shall be
414 per cent. Great Britain in her agreement also makes a
similar provision. She believes that, perhaps, Italy may de-
fault for one yvear or perhaps two years, just as is contem-
plited in the agrecment made between Italy and the United
States, but doring the time of that defuult, while America is to
collect 414 per cent interest, Great Britain says in that instance
she shall receive 5 per cent. That is one of the differences be-
tween the agreement negotinted between Italy and Great Brit-
ain, on the one hand, and the United States and Italy, on the
other. Incaseof default we will get 434 per cent interest during
the time of defanlt, while Great Britain will get § per cent.

This, however, is only one of the reasons why the agreement
negotiated between Great Britain and Italy is so much better
than that negotiated between the United States and Italy.
During the first 10 years of this agreement, comparing the
Italian-Americat agreement with the Italian-British agreement,
Great Britain will colleet $113,000,000 more than will this
Governmeut of ours., In other words, while the taxpayer of
Great Dritain is being relieved fo that great amount, the
Ameriean taxpayer is foreed to rely upon the contingencies
and conditions of the future to the amouut of $113,000,000
more than is Great Britain. That is where the English put it all
over us. That is where the Italian commissioners put it all over
the distingnished commissioners representing this Government.

When is it that we need the money? The more we can col-
leet now the better it is for the American taxpayer. If our
terms of settlement were as favorable as Great Dritain's, in
the course of two or three years more there would be no ques-
tion but that we conld again reduce the taxes of the American
taxpayer. But now, if we rely upon Italy, we must defer tax
reduetion for many, many years to come,

So the two differences that I have pointed out, if it pleases
the distinguished Senator from California, between the Italian-
British settlement amd the Italian-American settlement are,
first, If defanlt is made in the payment we get 414 per cent,
while Great Britain gets 5 per cent; second, Great Dritain
under her agreement in 10 years will collect $113,000,000 more
than will the United States during the same length of time,
Not nntil the year 1946, 20 years from now, will thiz Govern-
ment collect more money from Italy than will Great Britain,
Until that time, during the ensuing 20 years, Great Pritain
will he collecting more every year from Italy than will the
United States; and the debts due to the two countries do not
yvary greatly.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, nol

Mr. HARRISON. Great Britain's debt is a little more.

Mr. SMOOT. Thirty-nina per cent more.
Mr. HARRISON. One is $2,042,000,000, the other 1s
$2,972,000,000.

Mr. JOHNSON, Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.
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Mr. JOHNSON, The Senator from Mississippl addressed me
just now in distinguishing between the British settlement with
Italy and onr settlement with Italy.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. ¥

Mr. JOHNSON. It was not that to which I referred when
I interrupted the Senator a brief period ago. He then was
reading the Republican platform, and I ealled his attention
to the fact that yesterday tlie insistence was here Ly those who
sponsor this settlement that there is no difference between our
settlement with Great Dritain and our settlement with Italy;
and beeause I am so anxious to follow with meticulous care the
Republican platform I was asking the views of the Senator from
Afississippi.

Mr. HARRISON, It was very adroit in the distinguished
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], in an atlempt to get out, to
suy that we colleet all the principal from Italy and we collect
all the principal from Great Dritain; but we relieve Italy of
the payment of practically all the interest and collect it all
from Great Britain, That is the way in which they say we are
collecting the whole amount and treating both alike. There is
not any business man in America, in computing a debt that
is from seveir to nine years old that earvies with it a 5 per
cent interest rate upon the principal, who would not figure the
interest charges as a part of the debt.

Mr. JOHNSON. Myp. President, if the Senator will yield
further, I quite agree with what the Senator says; but he can
readily understand how perturbed I am when I realize what
the Senator says and when I realize also that this side of the
Chamber and all of us who are regular are not following the

tepublican platform.

Mr. HARRISON. My, President, T pointed out the two main
differences between the Italian-British settlement and the
Italian-American seftlement; but there is another difference
between those settlements that is of higher import than that,
that was more influentinl in gefting the signatures of the
represeututives of Great Britain than either of the other propo-
sitions.  That was that £22,000,000 in gold were placed in
London to the credit of the Government of Great Britain by
Italy in 1915, which, nnder the terms of the British-Italian
settlement, must remain In Great Britain upon certiain condi-
tions. There is more than $100,000,000 of Italian gold in Great
Britain which since 1915 Great Dritain has had the use of;
their interest charges are 5 per cent; and when you figure the
amount of that, it amounts to over $116,000,000.

Ab, but the settlement says that this money is to remain
there, and under certain conditions certain parts of it are to
be released to Italy year after year; and then in the Italian-
British settlement it is provided that Italy can default upon
her payments for two years upon certain conditions. She can
fail to meet the requirements of the settlement for two years
in suecession; but it says that in the event that Italy should
avail herself of that provision and should default, then that
this money shall not be relensed to Italy, but that Great Britain
shall retain it. No if there are defaults upon the part of Italy
with Greuat Britain—and we have every reason to believe that
there may be some defaults sometimes for certain reasons
which may arise—this $100,000,000 in gold shall remain in
Great Britain, for the use of Great Britain, drawing 5 per cent
interest, to the great betterment of her debt settlement.

Did we have from Italy the deposit of any money here? Not
a cent. Did Italy plaee here, in 1915, £22,000,000 in gold? No.
Iave we the use now, even though we give 'this liberal settle-
ment to Italy, of $100,000,000 of Italian gold? No. Is there
anything that came from this discussion that shows that our
represeutatives made any effort to have Italy deposit in Wash-
ington to the credit of this Government any amount of gold?
Not a word that I have heard of. Nothing crept out in the
Finance Committee tonching that matter. Why not?

The DBritish were smart enough to do it. They have taken
care of the situation.

I do not know what the explanation of my good friend from
Utah is. I did not have the pleasure of listening to his speech.
I do not know whether he touched upon that particular part of
this controversy or not; but I do kuow that Great Britain has
the best of the settlement when it is compared to our settle-
ment. I do know that in this settflement we linve treated un-
fairly the American taxpayer. We are releasing, upon the
basis of present worth, over a billion and a half dollars to Italy
which the American taxpayer must pay.

Why, already in the discussions in sowme of the foreign coun-
tries we hear this kind of talk, and we will hear more of it
just as soon as we ratify this proposed settlement:

Italy's debt bargain with America. Mr, Churchiil's hint,
* ° * * » ® -
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British quarters as a lberal settlement on Ameriea’s part has been
exeeeded by the anger of the Delglan press.

We concede to Belginm 435 per cent, We eollect from Delgium
55 per cent.  We concede to Italy 73 per cent. We collect from
Italy 27 per cent. No wonder that the statesmen of Belgiom
are talking about this unfavorable treatment as against Bel-
gium in favor of Iialy.

This article says further:

Italy's plensure over what f& generally regarded In Rritish quarters
as o liberal settlement on America’s part has been exceeded by the
nnger of the Belelan press.  Belghinn = paying Amerlea on far different
terms, It appears to e ditienlt tor o creditor to pleéase all his debtors
when he diferentintes amoung them,

Andl yot that thought evidently never entered the minds of
the distinguished representatives of this Government who nego-
tinted this debt settlement.

Ounly British opinion appears to be unmoved so far as America is
concorned, although Great Brituln has so far pald to America about
a million times more than all Amériea’s other debtors pul together. If,
however, America should in the future—

This is Mr. Churchill’s hint—

17, however, Ameriea should in the future decide to apply to Great
Dritaln the lenient staudards she applies to her other debtors—and
there are those who see a lilnt of that tn the Itallan settlement—then
British opinfon will no doubt Le duly grateful.

1 know what the views of my distinguished friend from Utah
are. He says that France will never get as lenient terms as
Italy. He says that they will never stand for any revision of
these terms that have been given to Great Britain and to Bel-
gium and to Czechosiovakia and to Poland and the other coun-
tries. But here is a hint in the House of Commous from Mr,
Winston Churehill that says that Belgium will push to have a
¢hange in the terms of her agreement and hints that they hope
that the Americans in time will be more lenient with Great
Britain.

Al, Mr. President, by ratifying this agreement we are be-
coming enmeshed in international difficulties. We will be ap-
pealed to by every country whose debt we have already
funded to change those terms, What are we going to say to
I'oland when DPoland comes here and pleads, showing her
ability to pay, comparing it with that of Italy, showing how
prosperons Italy is, giving a glowing picture, as was given by
the New York bankers, of Italy's ability to pay; showing that
hefore the war Italy was the eighth power in merchant marine,
and that to-day she has grown until she is the fourth power
in merchant marine; showing the hundreds of millions of dol-
lurs that are invested in the great water-power possibilities of
that country; showing the 40,000,000 people of that nation ;
showing her skilled labor and all of those healthy conditions?
What are we going to say to little Poland, that was hurt by
virtue of the war, whose condition is not good, when her
people appeal to us and say, “You settled with us on the
basiz of collecting 82 cents on the dollar, giving us 62 years,
it is true; but you are collecting from Ital_v, only 27 cents out
of the dollar and giving them 62 years in which to pay.”
What answer are you going to make to Poland? What
answer are you going to make to Czechoslovakin when her
representatives come here? Will you not have a spark of
Inunanity left in you? Will you not be moved to treat all
nationg the same and equally? Why should we discriminate?
There is no national justice in it.

I submit to you, Mr. President, that the best thing the Senate
of the United States can do is to defeat the ratification of this
settlement ; and even if it takes four or five years to enter into
negotiations with them, it is much better to leave this settle-
ment open a while than to agree upon terms that are discrim-
inatory to the other little powers with which we have alveady
agreed. The economic conditions of countries change quickly.
There can be little doubt that if Italy to-day is in the plight
that the proponents of this settlement express she will be in a
better condition later on. Wisdom dictates in this instance a
delay rather than a ratilleation upon present terms.

That is the wise course to pursue. That is what ought to be
done.

Al, but some say, “ Let us get it out of the way.”
of the way for what?

There is to-day at the lhead of the Italian Government a man
who threatens the world, wlho has put his iron heel upon all of
those who would rise to combat his policies. ldke flames of fire
beleliing forth he threatens Germany with disaster unless she
will do his bidding. He talks fight; he dreams fight; he makes
war upon organizations that are trying to better humanity and

Get it out
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he drives them into exile 1f they dare fo
speak a word of criticism elther of him or of any of uis
policies. He is mad in his war-crazed methods. He is a
dictator of the worst brand. He wants biz armaments. JTle
thinks of wars, He dreams of empires, He glorifies in the
thouzht of seceing RRome, that once matchless city, sit agnin
upon her seven hills, dictating to the world. Iund this debt,
help Lis eredit, help him to borrow some mose money in Wall
Street, help him eniarge his armies, help him to go forth and
muke good his threals of war on Germany and other coun-
trics. In dolng so are you aiding the peace of Europe? Are
you helping maukind? No. You are adding to the confused
state of feeling that now exists in Turopean countries.

Do you really want to help them become rehabilitated over
there? That is what you say. That is why you say you have
given these lenient terms; you want Italy to get upon her
feet. There never was such dive hypoerisy proclaimed as that,

The gentlemen who want to extend these lenient terms to
Italy are the same gentlemen who have built the tariff wallsg
of this country so high that Italy can not send lier products
to ug and sell them here, How can Italy gaot upon its feet
when, although it is said we are trying to hold out a helping
lmnt'l, at the same time we keep from here the goods from
that country which they have to sell to ns.

The distingnished Senator from Utah, who now asks us
to ratify this agreement transferring a billion and a half
dollars from the taxpayers of Ifaly to the taxpayers of
America, is the one who led in this body to impose a tariff
of 60 per cent to 90 per cent upon silks and wearing apparel
that we used to import from Italy. That is not all—822 to
$44 per ton on hemp, 40 per cent on tomato paste, 45 per
cent on eotton fabrics, and 98 per cent npon lemons, Oh, if the
wall were lowereil a little bit so that the people of Italy could
sell to us some of the silk and some of these other necessities
that are needed here and which is costing the American people
s0 much now, how it would relieve them, how it would help
them, how it would quicken and hasten the settlement of their
debt to us, and at the same time glve some relief to our
CONSUMers.

Yes; that is the kind of poliey we have, and that is a wise
poliey, is it not? It takes big statesmen to do that—to want
to help them, and at the same time erect walls that will injure
them.

Ah, Mr. President, I think of the disturbed condition of agri-
culture in your State and in Iowa and in the other States of
the great Middle West; I recall how those who use to produce
a bumper erop of corn were gladdened by it and were able to
pay their debts and be happy and contented and how they
are now forced to sell such a bumper crop at a very much
lower figure than it costs to raise if, and yet those people
are asked by the distingnished Senators from thelr sections
to ratify an agreement which will place on them a large part
of the taxation which should be bornme by the Itallan people.

Let those who vote for the ratification of this agreement go
back to their people and explain why they are looking after
the Italian taxpayer instead of the American taxpayer,

I realize how very difficult is the task of assisting agrienl-
ture. I know what a big, hard problem it is to sclve. I know
one way it could be helped in connection with this debt settle-
ment, and I would like to see such a provision written into
the settlement. 1 would like to see some term written into
the Italian debt settlement, as well as into every other debt
settlement, to the effect that if theose people should buy agri-
cultural produets from the farmers of America, that in return
we would give them a certain percentage of credit upon their
indebfedness to us. I would like to see written into those
agrecments a proposition that we wonld reduce the tariff on
silks, and on lemons, and on a lot of other things that are
produced and made in Italy, which our people need and are
cerying for.. If that should be done, it would help to sustain
agriculture in the West, in the South, and in the East, and
at the same time it would fmprove conditions in Italy so that
the Ifalians might be more quickly rehabilitated, so that they
might get upon their feet, and be able to pay us, as well as the
other countries of the world. The same argument applies to
the other countries,

But that is not desired. Senators just want to get this out
of the way. Then they want {o go before the country and
say, “Oh, we claim a great achievement. We funded the
Italian debt settlement, the Dritish debt settlement, the Del-
gian debt settlement, and all the others.” ut, sirs, tell the
American taxpayer, when you go to him, how you have failed
to look out for his interests, how you have tried to help Mus-
solini in his mad rage toward war preparations and future
wars, How yon have assisted him in his fight against good
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citizens and the destructlon he would wrought against the
Masons and other good and well-meaning organizations.

Mr. President, this Italian debt agrecmnent shounld go back
to the Committee on Finance. It has no place yet in this body.
It eame before the Finance Committee—and I speak of it be-
cause 1 happen to be a member of that committee—but it was
not discussed for half an hour. Nobody knew anything about
it except the Senator from Utal, and he would not tell us,
or did not tell us. 1 do not know why he wanted to keep it
smothered in his own brain, I do not know ywhat secret ihere
was about it. But Senators wanted to rush it out, to get it out
quickly. :

We ought to send it back to the Committee on Finance. We
onght to have before us the expert witnesses and every pleca
of information we ecan get; first, with respect to the abilily
of Italy to pay. We shonld ecall before us those biankers of
New York who heralded through the country in glowing ple-
tures the great ability of Italy to pay while they were floating
that $100,000,000 bond issue. I.et us have the facts. They
can not hurt anyone. If the facts warrant what this com-
mission has done, it will be all right, the agrecment will b
reported out, and yon have the votes. But let us not rush
throngh a matter in which the American taxpayer is inter-
ested to the amoeunt of $2,042,000,000 without it having been
considered one hour in the committee having the matter in
charge.

AMr. MOKELLAR. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippl
yield to the Senator from Tennessce?

Mr. HARRISON. T yield.

Mr. MocEELLAR. The Senator spoke of the $100,000,000
bond issue. Has the Senator any facts he could give us with
respect to who the purchasers of those Italian bonds were?
How were they sold? Were they gold under a guaranty from
Mr. Morgan? Were the banks reqnired to take them, or were
they divided out among the bauks? Are there any secret agree-
ments about those bonds?

Mr. HARRISON., Just to show the Senator how lopsided
this whole thing is and how adroitly the hand of my disiin-
gnished friend from Utah works, we knew nothing in the Com-
mittee on Finance about that loan until the matter came in on
thie floor of the Senate. It secemed to arise all at once. That is
n matter which should be investigated. The Committee on
Finance iz the committee to investigute it, and whether Sen-
ators intend to vote finally to ratify this settlement or not, they
should- vote for the motion to recommit the matter to the
Finanee Committes for further consideration.

If that would do nothing else, It wonld at least relieve my
distingnished friends on the other side and other distingnished
friends that I see here from the embarrassment of going back
to their eonstituents in the coming campaign and telling them
how they transferred $4,500,000,000 from the Italian taxpayer
to the backs of the American taxpayers. It will excuse and
release them from having to explain why it is that better terms
were given Great DBritain by Italy than were given to the
United States. 8o I want to save my friends to that extent.

When the moetion is made I hope the Senate by a large
majority will send this bill back to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY, The Senator from New Jersey yesterday
afternoon attributed to America no part in the war except
selfish interest, as I gathered from the terms of his speech. He
thought we were tremendously indebted to Italy because Italy
had been fighting our war. If those are substantially the faets,
we should have been more indebted to Great, Britain than to
Italy, should we not, because Italy walted quite a long time
before she got into the war?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. Not only that, but Italy acquired
lands by virtue of getting into the war.

Mr. CARAWAY., I was amused at a statement of one of the
moembers of the Debt Commission in the House, who said that
Italy got merely a readjustment of her border—nothing of
value, Does the Senator from Mississippi understand that to
be the fact?

Mr. HARRISON. I do not; although all the Committec on
Finunce are up in the air as to this whole proposition. My
friend from Utah is the only one who seemingly knows any-
thing about it, and what ke knows he will not tell us.

Mr. CARAWAY., It was disclosed in the House that the
settlement was made upon geeret documents and that the com-
mission was not privileged to reveal those sccrets to the House.
Did they reveal them to the Committee on Finance? °

Myr. HARRISON, No. The Committee on Finance did not
get anything af all,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Marcu 31

Mr. CARAWAY. The committee got no more than America
got by this debt settlement.

Mr, ITARRISON, No.

Mr., CARAWAY. 1t got absolutely nothing.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, of course a mere Conneeticut
Yankee is at a great disadvautage when he attempts to follow
the ringing periods and the magnificent rhetorie of the brilliant
orator who has just preceded me. I only wish that I had his
power of expression il his command of English in order that
I might have the privilege of presenting the other side of the
case in such a convincing and eloquent manner as he has pre-
sented his side of the case.

The Senator from Mississippi has shown most tender so-
licltude for those of us who have to run this fall. I appreciate
his interest in our welfare, Of course, I am reminded of the
Latin maxim spoken on the fioor of the Roman Senate many
centuries ago:

Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes—

I fear the Greeks, even when bearing gifts. I am a litile bit
afraid of this tender solicitnde of his, and his anxiety that
Senators on this side in favor of the Italian debt settlement may
endanger thelr chances of coming baek to this body, due to their
sapport of this measure. In o0 far as his solicifude for the
supporters of the bill is genuine, I thank him for it. Perhaps
it is the same kind of solicitude which led him not so many
Years ago to say things in Madison Square Garden about the
candidate of the Republican Party, in his fear that the Nation
might be led inte a disaster at the polls later on, If the solici-
tdde then expressed, which led to a Republican vietory, is the
same kind of solicitude which he now expresses, 1 have to thank
him most sincerely.

The Senator has exhibited great solicitude also for the
Republican platform, and as one of those who had the misfor-
tune, according to sonie of my friends on the other side of the
aisle, to have something to do with the writing of that plat-
form, I desire to cali his attention to the fact that the other
day when he was not present in the Senate certain remarks
were made and certain explanations offered which would show
that what he has just sald was said nnder a misapprehension.
’I;lmt platform in regard to these foreign debt scttlemenis said
that—

Our attitude has net been that of an oppressive creditor sevking
Immediate return and Ignoring existing financlal conditions.

In other words, if I, as a member of the committee which
preparved it and of the convention which adopted it, have any
Ekuowledge of the matter at all, there was a clear implication
in those words in the platform of the fact that existing finan-
cial conditions of the countries involved were to be taken iuto
consideration, just as in dealing with our own persomil ered-
ftors we take into consideration their existing financial con-
ditions.

The next sentence in the platform reads as follows:

Our position has been based on the conviction that a moral obilga-
tion such as was incurred should not Lie disregarded,

In other words, while we Repnblicans steadfastly refused to
consider the cancellation of the debts and insigted on the recog-
nition of a moral obligation, at the same time we insisted that
“ existing financinl conditions™ be vot ignored.

We stand for settlements with all delitor countrles slmilar in char-
acter with our debit agreement with Great Eritaln.

Similar in character.

I wonld like to refer for a moment to an act passed by a
Republican Congress and approved by a Republican President
a few months before that platform was written in which the
agreement with Great Britain was recoguized and in which we
find these words——

Mr. HARRISON.

Mr, BINGHAM.
sentence first?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. BINGHAM. In which we find these words:

That settlements with other governments indebted to the United
States are hereby aunthorized to be made wvpon such terms ns the com-
mission created Ly the act of February 9, 1022, may helieve to Le just,

“* May believe to be just,” Mr. President, does not mean that
they were to be identical in terms, in interest, and so foril;
the platform means that we were not to ignore existing
finaneial conditions and that we were to authorize the com-
mission to make such settlement as it believed to be just. Now
I shall be glad to wield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. F¥From what was the Senator reading?
Was that the act?

May I ask the Senator a question?
Will the Senator permit me to finish the
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Mr, BINGHAM, That was the final act as passed.

Mr, HARRISON. The Senator overlooked that part of the
act which sinys:

Provided, That nothiug contained in this aet shall be construed to
authorlze or cmpower the ecommission to extend the time of the pay-
ment of auy such Londs or olligations to the Tinited States of Ameriea
from any forelgn government Leyond June 15, 1047, or to fix 4 rate of
fnterest at less than 41 per cent per annum.

My, SMOOT. I think that was the original act.

Mr, HARRISON. Yes,

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Connecticut was not reading
frow the original aet.

Mr, HARRISON., That act was changed when we ratified
the agreement with Great Britwin, which earried an interest
rate quite dissimilar in character from the TItalian interest
rate.

Mr. SMOOT, T was not referring to that., The Senator from
Mississippi was not reading from the act from which the Sena-
tor from Counecticnt read.

Mr, BINGIHAM. What I was reading from was a later act
of Congress awmending the origingl act. 1 assume that it is
generally conceded that a later act takes precedence over the
earlier one. The later act specifically authorized the commis-
sion to make terms which it believed to be just. The Republi-
can convention, in passing on that plank of the platform spe-
citically referving to the agreement, assumed that the future
agreements with foreign countries would be in accordance with
what was *“believed to be just™ and wounld not necessarily be
identicnl with any other agreement.

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Counectlent another guestion?

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. Following his very complimentary refer-
ence to me, I want to get myself straight with respect to the
Senator's position. because 1 consider him one of the ablest
and most eloquent of Senators, and certainly the greatest his-
{oriau in this body. 1 do not want my idol to fall down.

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 thank the Senator.

Mr. HARRISON. I based my argument npon what he said.
The Senator does not infend to say that the terms of the
Italian agreement conform to that part of the platform which
he read and which he wrote and which provided that—

We atand for settlements with all debtor countries slmilar in ehar-
acter with our debt agreement with Great Dritaln.

Mr. BINGHAM. * Similar in character,” certainly.

Mr., HARRISON, Doees the Senator think the Italian debt
gettlement is similar in character to the British debt settle-
ment

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly it is similar In charactoer,

Mr, HARRISON. I compliment the Senator!

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been claimed on the other side of
the Chamber that there are certain Senators of the Democratic
'arty who knew morve about what was meant by our platform
and mwore about what we =aid when we were running on it
fhan we did onrselves,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecti-
ent yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr., BINGHAM. 1 yield.

Mr., CARAWAY., I am curious to know who ever elaimed
to know anything about what was meant by the Republican
platform?

Mr. BINGHHAM. I shonld like to put my good friend, the

Senator from Arkansas vight, so he will not be in an embar-
yassing position, because he was not hiere——

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, ves: he was here when the Senator
said they adopted the platform because they did not waunt the
Demoerats to adopt it, even though the Senator’'s convention
was more than a month in advance of the Democratic con-
vention.

Mr. BINGHAM. I am sorry my good friend the junior Sena-
tor from Arkansas has misquoted me. T did not say it was
adopted because of the Demoeratic platform.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator sald it was adopted in just
that way. !

M. BINGHANM.
not object.

Mr. CARAWAY,
what happened.

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will remember that T did not
say this plank had been adopted-because the Democratic plat-
form had been adopted. T would not be quite so short in
memory as that. What T said was that if the senior Senator
from Arkansas [Mr., Rosinsox] objected to this kind of thing

I would like to finish if the Senator does

I would like the Senator to siate really
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being mentioned in a platform, he was Inconslstent beeause
of the fact that the very same sort of thing was mentioned
in the Demeeratie platform, which, of course, was written and
adopted 1ater,

Mr. CARAWAY. No; the Senator said justifieation for the
Republican platform was found in the Democratic platform.

Mr. BINGHAM. Justification for that kind of thing. * What
Is sanee for the goose is sauce for the gander.”

Mr. CARAWAY. But the goose In this instance attempted to
tuke all of the sanuce,

Mr. BINGHAM. The truth is, Mr. President, that if there
was justification for the Democratic Party to mention the
matter in their platform, there was certainly ample justifica-
tion for the Republicans to mention the very same thing in
their platform,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
vield for a question?

Mr, BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As I underatand it, the Re-
publican plank was adopted more than a month before the
Democratic convention began and several months before the
Democratic convention finished.

Mr. CARAWAY. I think the Senator from Connecticut woulid
agree to that statement becnuse the time has absolutely no
vialue to him, and doubtless that is as the Senator from Penn-
sylvanin remembers if. I know it is not worth while
argning with a Republican about his platform, because he does
not know who wrote it, he does not know what it means, and
he does not know why it was written,

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course the Senator is Judging by his
experience with his own party's platform.

Mr. CARAWAY. T was judging by what the Senator from
Connecticut said about it. He does not know who wrote it,
and he does not know why it was written.

Mr. REED of Penusylvania. If anybody does understand the
Republican platform, it should be our Democratic friends, De-
cause they certainly had a lesson about it administered to them
in November, 1924,

Mr. CARAWAY. If we had understood it we would have
known more about it than the HRepublicans admit they kunow
about it, beeanse no Republican will admit that he understands
this very plank about which the Senator from Connecticut wus
talking. Ie said that n debt settlement forgiving three-fourths
of the debt is similar to a settlement where we collect every
dollar. If 25 per cent is similur to 100 per cent, the Senator is
right, and that is close enongh for the Senator from Connectient,

Mr. BINGHAM. May I now refer again to the distinguishied
Senator from Mississippi and his able oration to which we have
just been listening? He made a very great appeal to the citi-
zens and taxpayers of the country to vote in the coming elec-
tion against those of us who favor the settlement because the
taxpayers have to pay 41 per cent on the money borrowed
by the United States and loaned to Italy, whereas to Furopean
debtors we are giving o smaller rate of interest—very much
less in certain instances. The Senator's argument, in the first
place, is based upon the assumption that in our loans to Italy,
fis made by the administration when his party swas in control,
bonds bearing certain definite rates of interest were to be
received and accepted between the two Governments, whercas,
unless I have been misinformed upon the subject, there were
no bonds passed bearing any definite rates of interest, It was
more or less a “ gentleman’s agreement.” If that is the way in
which the Democratic Party, when it is In power, carries on
its relations in loaning the peoples’ money, I am rather sur-
prised that they did not borrow the money from the people of
the United States on the same sort of “ gentlemen’s agreement ™
and tell them that they would pay whatever rate of interest
would be convenient under the circmmstances,

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, may I ask the Sénafor a
question?

Mr. BINGHAM, Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator had been Secretary of the
Treasury at that time, would he bave loaned the money to
Italy?

Mr. BINGHAM. At that time I was engaged in the Air
Service and in the Army and not in studying or attempting to
know about the financial affairs of the Allies. It would b2
perfectly impossible for me to answer a hypothetical guestion
of that kind, knowing as little about it as 1 did at that time.

AMr. HARRISON. That is the reason why I asked the gues-
tion., I did not want the Senator to put himself in the atti-
tude of eriticizing the Government for providing money to pay
the armies at the front in order to win the war. In other
words, I assume that he would have done just as those direct-
ing the Government's affairs did at that time, namely, to loan
the money and take their notes at 5 per cent.

Mr. President, will the Senator
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Mr. BINGHAM. Tt does seem it might have been done in
a little more businesslike way. But I do not desire fo eriti-
cize, because I realize they were acting as they deemed bess
at that time.

A point the Senator from Mississippl made in his argnment
is that this money, which was loaned to Ifaly for the purpose
of enabling it to carry on the war, should be paid in Its en-
tirety and should bear the same rate of interest that we are
paying on our bonds, and that if anything less than that hap-
pens we are defrauding the people of the United States who
loaned the money to the Government and to whom it must be
repaid. If that argument should be carried out to its logieal
coneluszion, we would find that it was perhaps necessary for us
to ask Italy also to pay the money which we are pledged to
raise from year to year to pay the disabled veterans for
wounds which they suffered while fighting in Italy, to paz the
very large amount which will have to be paid for many years
to come toward those of our soldiers who lost their health
in the war and who were wounded, and so on. Furthermore,
if carried to its logical extreme, we would oblige Italy to te-
turn to us life for life all the lives that we lost in Italy whiie
fishiting with Italy on the other side of the world. It does
not seem to me that the Senator's argnment shows that benevo-
lence, that sense of justice and fairness to one of our late
allies in the war which we have a right to expect.

The Senator from Mississippi referred also to his desire
that there should be no favoritism shown toward any eountry.
I assume that he had in mind this sentence in Washington's
farewell address in which he said:

A passionate attachiment of one natlon for anetber produces a va-
riety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite natlon, facilitating the iliu-
sion of an Imaginary common intercst In cased where no real common
fnterest exists, and infusing Into one the enmities of the other, be-
trays the former into a participation in the quarrels and wars of the
latter without adequate Inducenients or justifications. If leads also
to concessfons to the favorite nation.

I assume that the Senator from Mississippl had something of
that sort in mind when he made that reference. As a matter
of fact, 1T one looks the situation over he finds theére has been
no passionate attachment of our Nation for another. Actually
we have not engaged in what Washington once called * antipa-
thies against certain nations ” or “ passionate attachments for
others. It Is not due to any passionate attachment for Italy
that we recommiend a settlement of the debt with her which is
niore favorable than that with other countries. It is out of a
sense of justice, an attempt not to erush her to the ground, but
to enable her to meet her moral obligations in the payment of
the debt in so far as she can do so, and not to ¢rush her to
such an extent that she ean no longer borrow any money to
caryy on the public works that she neads.

It seems to stick in the crops of certain Senators on the
other side of the Chamber that after the settlement of this
debt had been allowed, Italy wus then able to borrow some
money. It seems to be their opinion that we should be wring-
inz the last drop of blood from Italy and cutting out of her
the pound of flesh, so that in paying it shie must die and her
credit be destroyed and she be unable fto borrow another penny
from anyone. What an attitude to take, Mr. President, on
the part of the benevolent American Government! It seems to
me that the fact that she was able to borrow money after
this arrangement had been made is a very good argument
to show that the arrangement was a just one, one which would
enable her to get on her feet. I take it that the present de-
velopment of her water power and of other industries which
Italy needs and for which she must borrow capital are neces-
sary for ner welfare and for the payment of her debt at all.

In closing I should like to refer to a preceding senfence in
Washington’s Farewell Address. It seems to me that our
friends on the other side who are so much in opposttion to the
settlement would do well to remember these words from Wash-
ington, in which le said:

Observe good faith and justice toward all mations; eultlvate peace
and harmony with all.

Mr. President, do the Senators who oppose this measure
wish us fo go to war to collect this debt? How are we going
fo collect it in its entirety if we do not go to war? The dis-
tinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. Symoor], representing the
Debt Commission, told us that this is the best Italy ean do. I
believe that to be true. If we are to collect any more we have
got to do it by going to war.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania,
yield for a question there?

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We have heard munch about
going to war to collect debts, Could we, if we went to war,

Mr. President, will the Senator
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obtaln any better conirol over Ttaly ihan the Allies obtained
over Germany by the treaty of Versailles?

Mr. BINGITAM. Of course not.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. And is it not irue that the
Allies, acting under that treaty and trying to colleet the repara-
tions which they claimed were due them, have still had to
take into account the capacity of Germany to pay, just as we
have taken capacity to pay into account in making these
amicablo settlements?

Mr. BINGHAM. Absolutely.

Mr., EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator [rom Connecti-
cut yleld to me?

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. EDGE. A moment ago, ns T was about to leave the
Chamber, the Senator from Mlississippi [Mr. Hamrison], as
I reeall, In mnking a comparison between the British debt
seftlement and the Italinn debt settlement emphasized what
has been so frequently emphasized that the two settlements,
one involving a discount of some 82 per cent and the other n
discount of some 23 per cent, were not similar in character.
The Senator from Connecticut has read from the platform,
but without necessarily bringing the platform into the muatter
at all I should like to have some one on the othier side of the
Chamber at some time demonstrate by facts or figures that
ihe two debt settlements are not simllar in character, having
in mind the difference in economie conditions,

Mr, HARRISON rose.

Mr. BEDGI. If the Henator will permit me to finish the
question, which I ask in all seriousness, let me say that, from
my study of the situation and of the economic and financinl
condition of Italy, as prescnted here with exhaustive facls
and figures by the Senator from Utah, I am convinced that
the Italian gettlement, so far as capacity to pay ean be ascer-
tained by a study and a check up, 1s on a similar basis with the
settlement negotiated with Great Britain. Certainly I think
no one will question that there is not a distinet difforence
between the resources and financial ability of Great Britain
to pay as compared with the resources and finaneial ability of
the Kingdom of Italy. I think rather than indulging in
general suggestions that the seftlements are not similar in
character, that some evidence shonld be brought here to dis-
prove the findings of the figures that bave been presented in
defense of the Italian scttlement.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr, President, will the Senator from
Comnecticnt yield to me?

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, there is no use to bring figures
liere when the Senator hears a proposition laid down and then
feaves the Chamber. If the Senator had listened to me a whiie

o, he would have understood that I tried te show how the
merchant marine of Italy had inecreased and how her water
powers had been developed: but, of course, what we are after
fs to have this proposition sent to the committee so that we
may get some facts, The Senstor says the facts were given
by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Ssoor]; but nothing at all
was glven to the committee; nobody appeared before the com-
mittee, and there was only about a half hour's discussion. We
ought to have some facts on the subject.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Mississippi
is a member of the committee, is he not? Did he ask for any
information which was not furnished? '

Mr, SMOOT. The Senator from Mississippl wits there and
did not ask a question that I did not answer.

Mr. HARRISON. I reserved the right to oppose the Dbill
amid asked that the matter be delayed in the committee. I
stated that we had no information on some of the questions
involved ; that there were some diflienlties as to the agreements,
including the Belgian settlement, but that there was no objec-
tion to reporting them.

Mr, SMOOT. There was nn objection to any of the agree-
ments. I was authorized to report them by the mnanimous voto
of the committee, with the understanding—und it was so stated
by the Senator from Mississippi himself—ihat when this bill
was reported to the Senate he reserved the right to oppose it
on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. That is substantially true; I reserved
the right to oppose the Dbill on the floor of the Senate; every
other member of the minority reserved the right to do so; and
the Senator from Utah knew that we were going to fight this
proposition.

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly, I knew it.

Mr. HARRISON. And the Senator knew that we ought to
have some faets; but the Senator gave us no faets,

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Utah gave all the informa-
tion that was asked. The House of Rtepresentatives had made
its report upon the bill, as the Senator from Mississippl knows.
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Senators had had ample time to read all that was said upon
both sides of the question in the Huuse of Representatives
together with the House report.

¢ Br, HARRISON. Nothing was glven to the House of Rep-
resentntives that has not been given here in the debate.

Mr., SMOOT. I do not think the Senator from Mississippl
has read my remarks at all; I de not think Lie has even cas-
ually Iotked over them.

Mr. HARRISON. I read the first speech the Senator from
Utal mnde.

Mr. SMOOT.
sithject.

Mr. HARRISON. I heard the Senator travel around a gond
deal on this question, and I heard the Senator in committee
explain it in 0 way. Of course, the Senator’s last speech was
made only the other day, and I have not had the opportunity
to read it all,

Mr. SMOOT. I thought so.

Mr. BDGE. Mr. President, I do not have the pleasure of
heing o member of the Finance Committee, but T found no
difficulty whatever in securing from the Treasury Department
such facts as were essentinl to a study of the two settlements.
HSo far as their divergence is concerned I am not sure that they
shoultl not be much further apart in view of the respective
ceonomic and financial conditions of Italy and Great DBritain.
To me the result of my study of Italinn conditions was abso-
Intely appalling. :

This matter came before the Senate originally at the open-
ing of the present gession lnst December or very shortly there-
after. Certninly every Senator recognized its great importance.
I have no criticlsin of the Senator if, as le says, be has been
busy with other matters; but to make the general charge con-
tinually that these two gettlements are in any way out of har-
mony from the stuudpoint of financial and economic conditions,
without one word of proof or demonstration to back up the
assertion, ceemis to me to be a very poor method of argument.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, may 1 ask the Senator a
quostion by the courtesy of the Senutor from Connecticut?

My, BINGHAM. T am very near the end of my remarks, but
I yield to the Senator from Mississippl.

Mr, HARRISOXN, I wish to inguire of the Senator from New
Jersey if he has compared the ability of Italy to pay with the
ability to pay and the condition of Poland, Czechoslovakia, and
the other smalier countries which, under agrecments negotiated,
will have to pay us 82 per cent?

Mr. EDGE. Not so minutely as T have in the case of Iialy,
because I recognized that the Italian debt settlement was the
question inunedintely Lefore us.

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senator think that he should
do that?

Mr. EDGII. Yes; and I hope that I may have an opportunity
to do so and that the Seunator from Mississippi will join me in
that study.

Mr. HARRISON., I may say to the Senator that, while I am
2 member of the Finance Committee, I have been unable to get
auything from the Treasury Department about this proposi-
tion. The Secretary of thoe Treasury came before the com-
mittee, but he was there, as I recall, for only a short time.
He did not give us any facts but simply his opinion, as the
Senator has given us his opinion, Of course, it is not very
hard for some Senators on the other side to make up their
minds and to find something that will excuse them for voting
for the pending measure. It is not very hard fo convince the
Senator from New Jersey of the lack of ability to pay on the
part of Italy.

Mr, HOWELL. DMz, President——

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BINGHAM. T yield.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, gomething has heen said about
evidence of ability to pay. There is evidence before us respect-
ing Itnly's ability to pay for G2 years, but what evidence is
there before us as to her ability to make another payment
upen this debt in the sixty-third year and the sixty-fourth

That is the only speech I Lave made on this

year? Why should this debt be canceled at the end of 62
years? Does the rettlement provide for the exhaustion of
Ttnly?

Again, there is evidence, presented by the Senator from Utah,
to the effect that the Italian settlement is harder upon Italy
than the settlement with Great Britain is upon Great Dritain.
He afforded that evidence in the form of indices. It will be
found in his statement Defore the Finance Committee, and it
was cited by me yesterday in my remarks. He made a case for
Italy upon the ground that the settlement with that nation
was more severe than the settlements with either Belgium or
Great Britain.
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Ar, REED of Pennsylvanin. Mr. President, will the Senntor
from Connecticut permit me to ask the Senator from Nebraska
4 question?

Afr. BINGITAM. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania., I realiza we are encroaching
upon the time of the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. BINGHAM. We are not under cloture,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The conclading payments of
principal on the Italian debt will be about $80.000,000 a vear,
if I recall the sums accurutely. Does the Senator think for one
momeant that a country in the position in which Italy finds her-
self will be able to pay those sums out of current revenue snd
in addition pay out of current revenue four and a half million
pounds annually to Great DBritain? When the Scnator talks
about payment in the sixty-third year, does not the Senator
realize as a business man that necessarily those high payments
toward the end of the sixty-second-year period must be met out
of borrowed money and that Italy will in faet be paying on
these debt settlements for generations yet to come? Necessarily
that is so. And so when we talk of this ending in 62 years we
are blinding ourselves to what ‘is obviously the fact, that the
amounts must be raised by govermmnent financing, which will
be a burden on Italy and her revenues down into the centurles.

Mr. HOWELL. 3lr. President, all the Italian payments re-
duced to equal annual installments involve the payment of
about §24,300,000 a year,

Mr. SMOOT. An annuity.

Mr, HOWELL. An annuity of $24,300,000 a year. If we had
asked for what Great Britain asked, there would not have beon
the payment of $50,000,000 in the last year. Great Dritain gets
an anunuity of between $22,000,000 and $24,000,000 a year for
02 yvears, What our debt commission did was to provide that
Italy should pay £5,000,000 the first year, while Great Britain
gecnred $14,000,000; for the next year Italy pays us $5,000,000
and pays Great DBritain about $23,000,000; and for the third
year she pays Great Britain about $24,000,000 or $25,000,000
and still pays us £5,000,000. Therefore it is the act of the debt
commission In fixing the largest payment as Italy's last pay-
menf, which the Senator from Pennsylvania invokes as a reason
why Italy ean not make additional payments,

1t must be admitted that if Italy is unable to pay she will not
pay, but if she is able to pay, all we shall get upon this debt
is 1.1 per cent interest annually for 62 years and then the debt
is to be canceled.

What I insist is that we do not need nccessarily to make
Italy’s payments greater than have been provided, but we
should not provide for the cancellation of that debt at the end
of 62 years, as no man can teil what will occur during the
intervening years or in what position Italy will be at that time.
Thit is practically a statement made by Secretary Mellon be-
fore the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Would tlie Senator advocate
our settling our debt on the same terms the DBritish settled
theivs?

Mr, HOWELL. I pointed out yesterday that under the Lon-
don agreement Great Dritain promised to furnish supplies and
money in proportion to Italy's participation in the war and her
sacrifices, I also pointed out yesterday that just two or threa
days ago the Chancellor of the Exchequer of Great Britain
said npon the floor of the House of Commous that there was no
parallel between the relations of Great Britain with Italy and
that of the United States with Italy. As a matter of fact, he
practically admitted, and Lloyd-George, while Premier, ndmitted
that they could not demand or enforce payment by Italy.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvaula. Then the Senator means by
that to Imply that lie would net recommend the settlement of
our claim against Italy on the British basis?

Mr, HOWELL. What I mean is this: Great Britain’s claim
against Italy was less than ours.

I eare not what the fizures are, or what the filnanecial ree-
ords shows. Lloyd-George suggested as much and stated it In
effect, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer of Great Brifain
the other day in the House of Commons stated as much; and
yet Gredt Britain receives or has in its hanis $108,000,000 of
gold sceurity for the payment of its debt, and if Italy falls
to pay at any time that gold is not to be paid over to Ttaly.
Mr, President, in the first seven years we receive from Italy
about §54,000,000, if I remember aright, and Great DBritain
recelves $161,000,0600. In the first 31 years we receive but
about 26 per cent of what Italy agrees to pay us, and Great
Britain receives 50 per cent.

. Mir. REED of Pennsylvania and Mr, EDGE addresscd tho
hair.

Mr., HOWELIL. As to a enmparison of these terms, I should
prefer to have Great Britain's scitlement to-day. She knew
that a bird in the hand was worth two in the bush; but the
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tronble with our Debt Commission, T am sorry to say, is that,
us 1 stated yesterday, it has assumed the attitude of a Santa
Clans toward Europe.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
necticut yield : and if so, to whom?

Mr. BINGIIAM. Mr. President, T should llke the privilege of
concluding my remarks very briefly without any further argu-
ments for or against, in order that I may not seem to be holding
the floor longer than is becoming a very voung Senator.

Mr. President, it seems to me that the answer to the
proverh just quoted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Howgerr] is another proverb that *“half a loaf is better than
no bread.” We are offered this settlement as the best that
A commission composed of brilliant members of both parties
and the ablest Secretary of the Treasury we have seen in
miny years could make for the country to which they are
devoted. No one questions their devotion to America. No
one questions their absolute impartiality. No one would accuse
auy one of them of being partial to one forelgn government
over another. This commission, having worked hard for their
conntry, have obtained the hest half loaf which they can obtain.
Those who are opposing this settlement seem to prefer no
bread or else war.

It is perfectly silly to say that we can collect this debt
by war. No nation ever went to war suecessfully to collect a
great debt. Certainly Amerlea last of all would ever desire to
zo to war for the sake of collecting its debts. Our commis-
sion has made the best possible settlement in connection with
Jnstice and a due regard to what the peovle can pay.

Mr. President, it seems to me that there has been a disposi-
tion on the part of one or two of those who have been arguing
against this settlement to indulge in remarks with regard to
governments with which we are at present on terms of amity
and concord which are not likely to produce peaceful relations
in the fature or to a friendly attitude toward our citizens who
travel those countries or who are desirous of doing business
with them or toward our ambassadors and ministers who of
necessity must cirry on our relations with them. I have on
this floor within the last few weeks seen a Senntor with one
haud make a gesture in favor of peace and against war and
with the other hand ' sow dragon’s teeth.” Had I not been so
young and inexperienced in this body, I should then have risen
and moved that we go into executive session, in order that any
remurks of that nature which the Senator might desire to make
might not he spread broudeast thronghout the world to stir up
animosity against this Government.

We have o provision in our rules for exeentive sessions and
for secreey when we deal with treaties. I assume that the
reason for that provision of the rule is in order that Senators
may very properly express their minds freely and frankly with
regarid to what they believe to be the attitnde of foreign nations,
in order that we may arrive at o proper arrangement with
them. It never has been our practice, however, to discuss
thos<e treaties in publie, and it seems to me to be very unfortu-
nate that in the discussion of this settlement one or two of
onr Members should have been led into expressing personal
opinions to which they have a perfect right, but which are not
inclined to sow for us the seeds of peace, but rather the seeds
of war.

Finally, T would remind Senators of those words of Wash-
ington in his Farewell Address, in which he says:

Does the Senator from Con-

Observe good faith and juostice toward all nations; cultivate peace
and harmoeny with all. Religlon and morality enjoin this conduet,
amil enn It be that good policy does not equully enjoln it? It will be
warthy of a free, enlightened, and, at no distant period, a great nation,
to give to mankind the magnanimous amd too novel example of a people
alwnys guided by au exalted justice and benevolence.

Mr. President, have we in the proposal brought to usg by the
Debt Commission a “ too novel example ™ to suit some of those
wlio nre here?

In the words of Washington :

Wio can doubt but in the course of time and things the fruits of
suclt 1 plan would richly repay any temporary advantages which might
b lost by a steady adherence to it?

In other words, Mr. President, the golden rule, which I take
it is mwore likely to be the general motto which the people of
this conntry desire to sce adopted in their private affairs and
in their public affairs than any other single rule—the rule
that we should do to others as we would that others should do
to ns—should be our guide in this partienlar, If we were in
the situation of Italy, pictured as it has been so graphically
by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] in his able exposition
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of the reasons which led the commission to arrive at the resnlts
at which they did arrive, certainly we should wish to be treated
with justice and benevolence.

I hope that when the vote is taken orn this question we can
fall in with the ideas recommended in Washington's Farewell
Address:

The experiment, at least, 18 recommended by every sentiment which
ennobleéa human nature,

AMr. BLEASIH, Mr, President, T should like to ask my friend
from Connecticut when he fell so deeply in love with Wash-
ington’s Farewell Address? It must have been after he voted
for the League of Nations court. :

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may 1 ask the Senator from
Comnecticut if hie would favor a more liberal settlement with
Italy than the one proposed in this bill? :

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the answer to that question
would have to be based on expert kpowledge, to which I do not
pretend.

Mr. COUZENS. Does not the Senator think that, based on
the record made by the Senator from Utal, the settlement is
really too harsh?

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr, President. I think if the Senator
from Michigan had been here during the earlier part of iy
speech, before the long colloquy took place, he would realize
that it is my opinion that the commission arrived at an ex-
tremely just settlement.

Mr. COUZENS. It is not too harsh, in the Senator's opinion?

Mr. BINGHAM. So far as I am able to judge, certainly not.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senute will pardon
me if I take up another subjeect, different from the Italian
settlement, and read something pertaining to the failure of one
of our great railroads. It may have some indirect connection
with the Ifalian debt settlement; and if it does, its lesson will
be apparvent. We are all interested in our transportation sys-
tem, and we are all interested in the faets in regard to fhe
fallure and to the employment of a receiver for the Chicago,
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad.

This Is an article, Mr. President, appearing in the Nation
for March 3, 1926, and is written by the well-known newspuper
correspondent and magazine writer, Wiliam Hard., He shows
us just how we and our railroads ean eseape from failure. It
is entitled :

BENITO AND I. SAVE THE ST. PAUL—A STIERING CHAPTER IN

NATIONAL HIGH FINANCE
By Willinm Hard

WasuixGrox, February 17,

The trouble with the Chicago, AMilwaukee & 8t. Paul Rallway Co. is
that it owes $55,000,000 to the United States Government and has to
pay G per cent annually on it. This conres out at £3,300,000 annoually,

My accounting department has figured out that the interest which
the 8f. Paul pays the Government s 15.11 per cent of its annual
fixed charges. If we enn geb rid of this difficulty, we sball be well on
our wiy fo getting the St. 'aul out of bankruptey and ont of the hands
of recelvers.

I have seen how it can be done.

My first step Is that T shall sell the 8t. Paunl to Benito Mussolini,
He Is the man who hag the big drag with the American Government,
Hlsg policies endear him to the American Government. On bohalf of
his other property, Italy, he has been able to get most advantageous
terms from the Amerlean Government, 1 sghall sell the St. Paul
to hirm.

In the meantinve, at Iome, T shall have explained to him the St.
Paul's “capacity to pay.” This is like numerous other phrases in
diplomaey. and it thercfore means Ineapacity to pay. One of the
greatest permanent assets that a conntry can now have s a temporary
ineapacity to pay. When I explain to Muossolini the 8t Paul's in-
capacity fo pay he will at onece see what n valuable property it is if
owned by a Huropean government.

I will then organize a St. Paul debt-funding commission. TWhen
certain of our Ameriecan States repudiated some of thelr dehts they
called it adjusting them. That was a poor word. It indirectly im-
plied some reduction. Funding fs a much nobler word and nvore lip-
lomatle, It implies that you will pay all you owe, and yet you don't.
It is in the highest traditions of diplomacy. 1t says the maximum and
comes peross with the minimum,

So I shall have a St. Paul debt-funding commission. But I shall
then put in the word which will turn the trick. T shall call it—and it
will be—the Itallan St. Paul debt-funding commission,

I shall sall from Genoa. What notiee would be taken of me if I
started from Minncapolis? None. So 1 shall start from Genoa. I
shall have with me numerous titled personages. One of the present
difficultles of the St. Paul is that it has no counts or princes. 1 shall
bring counts and princes in profusion.

INTER-
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As T Teve Gonoa on the Tenlto Caesare, T ghall gend out a radlo
gaying that complefe proofs of the St. Paul's inciapacity to pay are
I¥ing in the hold of the ship, all written out In the Itnlian language.
They never were convineing ‘in Tinglish to our Treasury Department,
but you .onght to see them In Italian! In Italian they are an abso-
lute knock-out. Bankruptey In English leaves you edld. Dankruptey
fu any foreign Jangunge makes any Amerlean official 'break down
and . cry.

I shall arrive in New York., There I shall consent to attend a lunch
given by the orzanization enlled the Ameriean Friends of St. Paul
Irredenta, At this lunch I shall make a speech. JIn ‘my peroration 1
sliall say:

“The world is now one. The age of isolation has passed. Everybody
now has.a right tolive off everybody ¢lse. In the days of oxcarts you had
to pay yonr debts. Now yon canygo acrossthe Atlaptie dnfive days, This
mitkes overything differcnt. Now the prosperity of one is the pros-
perity of all. Nothing reduces anybody's prosperity like paying debts,
So the paying of any debt by anybody is a direct attack on the pros-
perity of everybody else. Whit we must geck 18 a free world; free from

~ail those discordant notes whieh till now hayve made the whole homan

race look forward with tervor and demoralization to the first of the
next month, That is what we must seek, and to that great and lofty
cause I -here and now dedicate the whole remainder of my life.”

‘Cheered by the applause whiel this speech will elicit, I shall proceed
to Washington, There I shall be photographed on the wteps of the
Treasury with Mr. Mellon. No previous emissary from the St. Paul
has (ever ‘been photographed on the ®teps of the Treasury with BAr,
Mellon. DBut 1 shall come from Genoa.

Also there will be dinner parties given for me by the charmingest
hogtesses in Waghington. They paid no attention to the woes of the
Bt. I'aul when forwarded to Washington from Minnesota. 1 will sue-
ceed in pouring into thelr ears dll the woes of the §t. Paul through
my counts and princeg from the Fternul City. 'Thus also, in talk after
dinner, ‘1 shall for the first tlme get the woes of the Bt. Paul fully into
the minds and pens of this country's most «istinguished political
writers, I slmll for the first time make the Bt. Faul fasliionable. 1
ghall then approach Mr, Mellon and say:

“1 suggest that the St. Faul pay its §55,000,000 .over o period of
62 years and that dnstead of paying Goper cent all the time 4t poy mo
per cent at all during the frst 5 years, and then one-cighth .of 1
per cent during the mext 10 years, npd then one-fourth of 1 per cent
during the mext 10 years, and so on, untll we come to the last 7 years
of ithe GZ-yoar period, when actually the St. aul will pay 2 per
cent.”

“ XWhy such terms?”* Mr. Mellon will say.

ALy ¥ I will rejoln indignanily. * Why, becaunse you gave those
tarms to Benito last ‘time; and :this time, with the St, Pnoul, he 1s
anuch more hankrupt than he ever was with Italy.”

*Certainly,” Mr. Mellon will say. * 1 catch the point. What you
demand {8 bare justice. You shall have it.”

I will then give out an intersiew proclaiming Mr. Mellon's vletory.

My accounting <department has figured out what I shall thus =ave
to the 8t. Paul by getting for it the justice that has been accorded to
dtaly. 1 shall save for it §3,200,000 in each of the mext 5 years and
{rom approximately $2,500,000 to $2,000,000 in each of the remaining
07 of the fixed 62-year period.

Mussolini and 1 will thon take a modest Lip of $5,000,000 apicce for
our services; and I will then sell the 8t Paul back to its original

owners, 1 will sell it back compleiely restored flnancially and com- |

pletely ready to confer aboundiog prosperity upon the great North-
awest, diy merely Itallanating this vallrond for a short space of time
1 shiall have solved the greatest industrial economic problem dn America.

The President of the St, Paul, vnder my directions, will then do his
best to fmitate Mussolini in every way. 'He will take a Teasonable
part of the money which Mussolini and I have saved for him and will
#pend dtwon buying black shirts for his toughest employees and on giving
castor oil to Senator Fuazier, of North Dakotn, and on assassinuting
Senator Smiepswean, of Minnesota.

As for e, T ghall toke my 85,000,000 and lend It to the 8t. Paul at
B per cent. If Mussolini eam pay real dnferest rotes to Morgnn & Co.
ufter being rescued by Mr. Mellon, the St. 'aul can pay teal interest
rates to me after belng rescued by me,

Then Dwight Morrow will ask to leave Morgan & Co. and joln me.
Then 4 will dine with the Presldent any time. 8o everything will all
work out in a Dbeantiful cirele, and the 8t. Paul will be in as high
eoclety ns If it were a forelgn government, and the farmers of the
Northwest will be bapny, and I ghall be fixed for life,

Thie only wny to get shead dn this world 1s by lendlng a helping
Thawd. The only way to climb upward in this modern changed world
§z Ly eelf-gacrifice, Just o little self-sacrifice hy the taxpayers of the
Tinlted States will make the 8t. Tanl wolvent and me rich and them-
selves prosperous.

Is there any eatch in thls argument¥ IWhere is it? I defy auny
reully modern thinker to find dt.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I wish to say to my col-
league that, as remarkable as it may seem, this suggestion has
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already been seriously proposed. T have just come from a
meeting of the Interstate Commerce Committee, which s now
considering a bill providing that {he interest which the St. Paul
and some other roads are paying on loans from the Government
shill be reduced one-third, and one-haif of that one-third, or
one-sixih, shall go to the stockhiolders and the other sixth shall
be paid to the United States, just as it has been heretofore,
but at the end of 40 vears it is estimated that this one-sixth,
wifh interest, will caneel the debits. In other awvords, the stock-
holders of the St, Paul Railreoad and of the New York, New
ITaven & Hartford have developed the same Kind of a plan
that is proposed by Mr. Hard, and we have been serionsly con-
sidering it in committee, and the Senate is liable to have a bill
embodying that plan reported for passage.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask my colleagne if mow,
sinee T have laid this plan hefore the Senate, he could not take
it to the Committee on Tuterstate Commerce and get that inter-
est Towered just a little bit,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T ask unanimons consent that
at the close of business to-dny the Scnate shall take a recess
until 12 o'clock to-morrow,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

MEXICAN LAND LAW

Mr. KING. DMr. President, there has been considerable dis-
cussion of late concerning the effect of a statute recently en-
acted in Mexico dealing with land matters, and under which it
is claimed the lands of foreigners are confiscated or at least
expropriated. I had not seen, until I obtained a copy of the
New York Times containing the statement, the text of the law
as Interpreted by the Mexicans. In the issue of the New York
Times of Monday, March 28, there is found a translation made
by the Foreign Office of Mexico of that law. In view of the
fact that so many Americans are claiming that their lands have
been confiscated or that steps are being taken for their expro-
priation, I think it is important that the translation of the
the statute by the Mexican officials thiemselves should be known
to the people. I therefore ask that it may be inserted in the
Recorp at this peint.

The VICHE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it i3 so ordered,

The matiter referred to is as followg:

[From the New York Times, March 20, 102G]
TIE TEXT OF TIE LAND LAW

Recently the New York Times corrcspondent eame into possession
of ‘an oflicinl Mexicnn ‘transiation of the so-called alien land law,
The translition was made in the foreign office In Mexico City, It tells
its own story:

1. No forcigner may acquire direct domain over lands, waters, and
thelr accessions 4n a strip 100 kilometers along the frontiers and 060
froin the senboard, mor be a participant 4In Mexican sgocietics which
acquire such domain In the same strip,

2, In order ithat a foreigner may form part of a Mexican society
which has or acquires domain of lands, waters, and their accessions
for concesslons of the exploitation of mines, waters, and .combustible
minerals within the territory of the Republic ba must fulfiil the re-
gquirements stipulated In the sald fraction 1 of article 27 of the con-
gtitotion; that is, making an agrecment before the department of
forelgn relations to consider himseclf a mnational (Mexican) with re-
spect to the part of the propertles which corresponds to him in the
gociety and thercfore not {o invoke the protectlon of hls government
in so far as refers to them under the penalty if he fails to comply
with the agreement of losing to the beneflt of the nation the proper-

ties which he has acgulred or may aequire as a4 pariicipant in the

society In question.

3. Referring to Mexican socletles which have rural properties with
azricultural ends, the permit referred to in the previous artlele shall
not be granted when Ly acqulsition to which the permit refers there
remsaing In the hands of foreigners 50 per cent or more of the totalitiea
in the society.

MAY HOLD LANDS UXTIL DEATIC

4. The forelgn mersons swho rvepresent from a tlme prior to this
law becoming effective 50 per cent or more of the totnl Interest in
ony kind of societics which possess rural properties for ngricultural
ends muy conserve them until their death when dealing with o
pliysieal personality and for 10 years when dealing with those of
moral personality., The dispesition of this artlele does mot affect the
colonlzation econtracts celebrated by the Federal Government prior to
its becoming effvetive.

§. The rights, object of the present law, not included In the previ-
ous article and legally acquired by foreigners prior to the becom-
ing effective thercof, may be conserved by the present owners until
thelr death.

6. When any forelgn person should bave to nequire by Inheritance
rights, whose pcqulsitions are prohibited to foreigners by the law,
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the Department of Forelgn Relatlons shall glve permission for the
atljudieations to be made and the correspouding documents registered.
In ecase any forelgn person should have to adjudicate to himself, by
virtne of a preexisting right, acquired in good faith, the Department
of Foreign Relatious may grant permission for such adjudications,

In both cages the permissions shall be granted with the proviso
that the right in question be transferred to a person capacitated
{Mexiean national) according to the law, within a perlod of five
years from the death of the author of the Inheritance in the first
case, and of the adjudieation in the second ecnse.

7. The foreigners who have any rights which are the matter of this
Iaw acquired prior to the going inte effect theréof shall make a
declaration before a Department of Foreign Relations within a year
following the promulgation of the present law with the understandinz
that, if they do not do so, it will be considered that the acquisition
was made after the promulgation of the law,

8. The acts executed and the contracts celebrated contrary to the
prohibitions eontained In thig law shall be null ipgo facto, The fail-
ure to fulflill artlcles 4 and 6 shall give rise to the auctioning of the
properties therein mentioned.

laws for foreigners to acquive rights in the territory of the Republie.
10, For the purposes of thie law leases of Immovable property for
perinds greater than 10 years (o the extent which may be strictly
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necessary for estalblishment and services of the Industvial, petroleum, |
or other object, not agricultural, of the enterprisze, shall not be con- |

sidered alicnations, without prejudice to that dispesed of by special
Jaws.
11. The execentive shall regulate the dispositions of this law.
Transitory : This law will become effective from the date of
promulgation,

ita

g THE CALENDAR
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
unohjected bills on the calendar may be considered until §
o'clock, beginning where we left off yesterday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. The clerk will state the first bill on the calendar,
beginning at the point where the call of the calendar ceased
on yesterday.

J. J. REDMOND AND J, R. M'NUTT

MaArcr 31

Mr. KING. T would like to have the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Bayarn], who reported the bill, muake an explanation of it.

Mr. BAYARD. This is a bill authorizing the payvment of
indemnity fo the Government, of Denmark. It is a matter
negotinted hy Secretary of State Hughes during his incumhbency
in office and is recommended by the President for passage. It
comes within the President’s financial program. The details
are all set forth in the reporf. It is in the nature of an
admiralty claim for damages.

The bill was considered as in Commiitee of the Whole, and
was rend, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That there is hereby authorized (o be paid to the
Government of Denmark, out of any money in the Treasury nol other-
wise appropristed, ns a matter of grace and without reference to the
question of liability therefor, ns full Indemnity for the losses sustained
by the owners of the Danizh steamship Muasnedsund, or any other
parties peeuniarily Interested, as n result of eollivions belween it and
the U. 8. 8. Siboney on November 12, 1918, and the United States Army
tng No. 21 on November 15, 1918, at St. Nazaire, France, the sum of

X | §4,772.07, g P r o Preside s S Ee Muny
{). This law does not repeal the restrictions established by speeial | 3 1072.9% 08 refommenden y SHY - CTosaenE I e sy ige 0L Moy J1;

1924,

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

RELIEF OF OERTAIN POSTMASTERS

The bill (8. 17092) for the relief of Chris A. Chnlufas;
Willinm Alexander: Frank M. Clark; George V. Welch; Grant
W. Newton: William 7T. Hughes; Nellie L. Tandy; Lucy V.
Nelson ; Frank A, Gummer ; Charles 1. Mnlliken ; Leo M. Rusk ;
Fred Falkenburg: Meary BE. Kelly; Willinm €. Hall; Rufus

! T. Stewart; Hugo H. AbIT; Panl J. Linster; Ruida Dauniel ;

The bill (8. 1455) for the relief of J. J. ledmond and J, It. |

MeNutt was announced as first in order, and was considered
as in Committee of the Whole and read, as follows :

Ie it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
herohy, authorized and directed to pay J. I Redmond the sum of
$40 and J. It. MceNuit the sum of $40, sald amounts having been
heretofore allowed them by the XNavy Department and the appro-
priation from which these sums might have been pald having lapsed
by statutory limitation.

are hereby, approprinted for the said purpose out of any money not
otlierwise appropriated,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1729) to authorize the payment of an indemnity
to the Government of Norway oun account of the losses sus-
tained by the owners of the Norweglan bark Janna as a result
of a collision between it and the U. 8. 8. Westwood was an-
nounced as next in order. 3

Mr. MOSES. Let the bill go over,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1731) to authorize the payment of an indemnity
to the Government of Sweden on account of losses sustained
by the owners of the Swedish steamship Olivia as a result of
a collision between it and the U. 8. 8. Lake St. Clair was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr, MOSES. Let that bill go over, too.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1732) to authorize the payment of an indemnity
to the Government of Norway on account of the losses sns-
tained by the owners of the Norwegian steamship John Blumer
as a result of n collision between it and a barge in tow of
the 10, 8. Army tug Britannia was announced as next in order.

Mir. MOSES. Let the bill go over,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

DANISH STEAMBHIP “ MASNEDSUND "

The bill (5. 1753) to authorize the payment of an indemnity
to the Government of Denmark on account of losses sustained
by the owners of the Danish steamship Masnedsund as the
result of eollisions between it and the U. 8. 8. Siboney and the
United States Army tug No. 21, at St. Nazaire, France, was
announced as next in order,

Faye F. Mitchell: Dollie Miller; Alfred Anderson; Gustavus
M. Rhoden; Marie I. Ihunbauld; estate of Fred Moody, de-
censed, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. KING. I would like to have an explanation of the bill,

Mr., COPELAND, The bill refers to losses of various post-
miasters beeause of the failure of banks. The postmasters are
not permitted to eavry their funds in personal accounts, but
niust carry them in the name of the department. In every in-
stance the funds were so carried except in the first-named case.
The committee has recommended that that item be stricken
out. The Postmaster General in recommending the passage
of the hill states that postmasters should not be held personally
liable for the loss of funds oceasioned through bank failures

| when they have made nse of a bank which was, to the best of

their knowledge, =olvent and where the loss was not due to
negligence or fanlt on the part of the postmaster. The Post-
master General recommends that the amounts, with one ex-

I eeption, be allowed,
Sec. 2. That the said sums of £45 and £40 be, and the sald sums |

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator upon what
theory any liability should attach? 'The Goverument has de-
positaries in the various States and eities, and it would seem
to me that where national banks. which are national deposi-
taries, are available and the postmasters do not utilize them,
they onght to be held responsible. If the Government requires
them to deposit the funds in banks in their own towns, and
that is a requisite of the department, it is a different proposi-
tion; but it does seem to me that the Government does not
adopt the loose method of saying to a postmaster, “ You may
deposit your money in any bank, and if the bank proves to
be insolvent or if there shall be a ecatastrophe and the bank
fails, then the Government will stand the loss” 1 do not
think such a poliey as thit would be wise.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator will note that all together
there are 16 items or 15 allowed items. Six of those losses re-
sulted throngh failures of national banks, All the others were
State bapks. They were in little towns where there were no
nationnl banks. A man could not carry the money in his pocket,
and henee he put it in a bank., With one exception, everyone of
the accounts was carried under the rule of the department
requiring that they should be carried in an account and depos-
ited in the name of the Post Office Department by So-and-so,
postmaster. All of those banks had been approved and passed
upon by tlie Post Office Department. We are familinr with the
situation in the West, wherce there were so many failnres be-
canse of conditions which prevailed. It secemed almost like an
epidemic to have such a great number of failures. DBut the
cases have been gone over very carvefully, and I am sure the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MEANS], who personally reported
the bill, has gone into the matter very fully. I have not any
doubt at all the bill is perfectly just and shounld be passed.

Mr. KING. We have had measures presented to the Senate,
aggregating hundreds in number since I have been here, by
officers of the Government who were custodinns of publie
funds. It was claimed by many of them that the funds were



1926

stolen or that, wlthout fault upon their part, they were lost,
We have had many offieials embezzle funds aud their superior
oflicers have asked to be relieved from responsibility, although
they took no paing whatever to have themselves indemnified i€
there shonld be a violution of Inw or any dishonesty upon the
part of those who had the money in charge. I have taken the
position consistently that the Goverument of the United States
oupht to be protected, IF persons are custodians of funds they
onghit to be held responsible for the funds committed to their
care. It is a sacred trust.

I have not any sympathy with the lax methods which have
been adopted by some of the departments and by many of the
officials and agents of the Government, as a result of which the
Government bas lost thousands and thousands of dollars. I
think if a postmaster puts money in a bank he ought to be
responsible and ought to know whether the bank is solvent or
not. The Senator says many of them are in little towns in
which the money is collected and deposited. There are no large
sims collected in a few days in a little town. It is evident, it
there is any considerable amounnt lost, that the losses would be
the accumulation of weeks or months, and it wonld be negli-
genee, in my opinion, to accumulate funds in little towns
extending over a long period of time.

Mr. WALSH. That is not the rule as applied to anyone
else holding trust funds. If a trustee of trust funds deposits the
funds in a bank of good repupe, the bank, of course, is held
liable for any loss that oceurs. The eounty freasurer deposits
connty funds in a bank and he chooses a perfectly reputablc
bank and if the funds are lost, he is not charzeable.

Mr. KING. That is not the rule in many States.

Mr. MEANS. Mr. President, may I snggest that two-thirds
of these amounts have been lost hy having been deposited in
national banks., The Government itself is supposed to protect
the deposgitors by proper examination of these banks.  All of
the large sums were deposited in national banks that failed.
The postmasters could do no more than to select a national
bank in which to place the funds, helieving they would be pro-
tocted, and that is the case in over half of the items and over
two-thirds of the total amount.

AMr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I address a question to
my colleague?

Mr. MEANS, Certaiuly.

Mr. PHIPPS, Is it not a fact that the postmasters, in-
steald of selecting the banks, act under an ovder of the Post-
master General to keep their funds in certain banks, designated
by the department itsclf?

Mr. MBANS. I am glad my colleagune made the Inquiry.
The custom is for the banks to be selected by the PPostmaster
General and approved by him before any funds are deposited.

Mr, WALSH. The postmaster in my home city becomes the
depositary for almost every other postmaster in the State. All
cuch funds arve deposited in his name and it would be simply
intolerable to hold him persoually responsible for the loss of
any such funds.

Mr. COPELAND. I may say that In every case the bank
aceount has been assiened to the Postmaster General and in the
State banks it is a preferred account, so undoubtedly most of
the money will be recovered. Senators will note that with
two exceptions the smounts are small. It seems fo me only
right and just that the bLill should be enacted in order that
relief may he given these postmasters who have done exactly
what the department required.

Mr, WALSH., It seems to me the only possible solution of
the matter is to require the postmaster to take sceurity from
the banks with which he deposits the funds. But that would
seent to be an impracticable thing.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mon-
tana please be kind enough to repeat his Iast observation? 1
conkd not hear it at this distance.

Mr. WALSH. I submit that when a postmaster selects a
perfectly reputable bank he ought not to be held responsible
for funds lost by the failure of that bank., The only way would
e to provide by law that the postmaster must take security
from the bank in which he deposits funds, That praetice is fol-
lowed to some extent in the deposit of State and county funds.

Mr. KING. Is it not a fact that the Government requires
security from banks where the postmasters are depositing postal
sayvings? My understanding is a postmaster acting for the Goy-
ernment requires security from the bank.

Mr. WALSH. So he does.

Mr. KING. Of course, ¥ we can get security for postal-
savings funds, we could obtain security for the deposit of other

~funds, It is elmply a matter of policy or regulation if it is
not reqguired.
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The VICE PRESIDINT. The amendments of the committee
will be stated. X

The bill had bLeen reported from the Committee on Clalms
with amendments, on page 1, line 4, to strike ont “ Chris A.
Chulufus, late postmaster at Lozeau, Mont., in the sum of
$110.17, due the United States on account of loss of postal
funds resulting from the failure of the American Bank & Trust
Co., Missoula, Mont.” ; on page 2, line 3, to strike out * $258.57
and insert ** $554.34 " ; line 7, to strike out * $2,017.73 " and in-
sert “ $2,012.12"; in line 11, to strike out “ §972.22" and insert

“8970.59": in lne 15, to strike out “$172.45" and insert
“8204.56"; in line 19, to strike out *“$94.77" and insert

“§119.13 7 In Hne 22, to strike ont * Nellie .. Tandy, late post-
master at San Juan, Tex., in the sum of $189.96, due the United
States on account of loss of postal funds resulting from the
faihive of the San Juan State Bank & Trust Co., San Juan,
Tex.”; on page 3, line 2, to strike out " $210.00" and insert
“$278.79 " line 13, to strike out * $2986.20" and insert
“$2085.63"; line 20, to strike out “$45.90" and insert
H845.70 " ; line 24, to strike out “$180.75" and insert “ 8151";
on page 4, line 3, to strike out * §470.35" and insert * $476.64 " ;
line 7, to strike ouf “$113.38" and insert * $40.99"; line 10,
to strike ont “ 858015 " and insert * 8531 "; line 14, to sirike
out “$151.09" and incert “$1537; line 18, to sirike ont
“$8363.53 " and insert “ $670.20"; on page 5, line 1, to strike out
¥ 86091 and insert ¥ 832,54 "; line 4, to strike out * £970.05"
and Insert * $984.70 " ; line 8, to strike onut *“ $187.23 " and insert
“ 8191567 and, in line 13, to strike out * $801.42" and insert
“#8641.14," s0 as to make the bill read:

Ie it enncted, efe.,, That the Postmaster General be, and he fs
hercby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of Willlnm
Alexander, late postmaster at Hayward, Wis, in the sum of $584.34,
due the United States on account of the loss of postal funds resulting
from the failure of the First National Dank of Hayward, Wis.; Frank
M. Clark, late postmaster at Wells, Mion., in the sum of $2,012.12, due
the United States oo account of Ioss of postal funds resulting from
the failure of the TFirst Natlonal Bank of Wells, Minn.; George V.
Weleh, late postmaster at Phillip, 8. Dak., in the sum of $070.59, due
the United States on account of the loss of postal funds resulting
from the failure of the First State Bank of Phillip, 8. Dak,; Grant W.
Newton, lute postmaster at Canadian, Okla,, In the sum of $253.56,
due the United States on account of loss of postal funds resulting
from the failure of the Fidelity Natlonal Bank, Oklahoma City, Okla.;
William T. Hughes, lnte postmaster at Fort Cobb, Okla., in the sum of
$119.135, due the United States on account of the loss of postal funds
resulting from the failore of the Caddo County Bank of Fort Cobb,
Okla.; Luey V. Nelson, late postmmaster at Joplin, Mont., in the sum
of $278.79, due the United Siates on account of the loss of postal
funds resulting from the fuilure of the First State Bauk of Joplin,
Mont. ; Frank A. Gummer, Inte postmaster at Gildford, Mont., in tho
sum of $302.76, due the United States on account of the loss of postal
funds resulting from the fallure of the Gildford State Bank of Gildford,
Mont. ; Charles E. Mullikeu, late postmaster at Hingham, Mont., in the
sum of $850, due the United States on account of loss of postal funds
resulting from the failure of the Farmers State Bank of Hingham,
Mont.; Leo M. RRusk, lute postmaster at Pocatello, Idaho, in the sum
of $2,085.63, due the United States on aecount of loss of postal funds
resulting from the fallure of the Daunock National Dank, Pocatello,
Idaho ; Fred Falkenburg, late postmaster at Scotland, 8, Dak., in the
gum of $1206, due the United States on account of the loss of postal
funds resulting from the failure of the Scotland (8. Dak.) State Dank; °
Meary E. Kelly, lnte postmaster at Keller, Okla,, in the sum of $45.70,
die the Unlted States on account of loss of postal funds resulting from
the faflure of the State National Bank of Ardmore, Okla.; William .
Hall, late postmagter at Murtaugh, Idaho, In the sum of $151, doe the
United States on account of the loss of pestal funds resulting from the
failure of the Bank of Murtaugh, Murtaugh, Idaho; Rufus L. Stewart,
late postmaster at Jennings, Okla, in the sum of §476.64, due the
United States on aceount of the loss of postal funds resulting from
the failure of the Oklahoma State Bank of Jennings, Okla.; Hugo H.
AllfF, late pestmaster at Grandmound, Iowa, In the sum of $40.09, due
the United States on account of the loss of postal funds resulting from
fallure of the Peoples Savings DBank, Grandmound, Towa; Panl J.
Linster, late postmaster at Sisseton, 8. Dak., In the sum of $331, due
the United States on account of loss of postal funds resulting from tha
fanilure of the Guaranty State Bank of Sisseton, 8. Dak.; Ruida Daniel.
Inte postmaster at Moore IHaven, Flu., in the sum of $153, due the
United States on account of the loes of postal funds resulting from
the failure of the Everglades State Bank, Moora Haven, Fla.; Faye I
Mitchell, late postmuaster at Wanette, Okla,, in the sum of $070.20,
due the United States on account of the loss of postal funds resulting
from the fallure of the Security State DBank of Wanette, Okla.; Dollle
Miller, late postmaster at DBooker, Tex,, In the sum of $357.61, due the
United States on account of loss of postal funds resulting from tho



6634

faiture of the Edwards Natfonal Bank of Booker, Tex.; Alfred Ander-
son, late postmaster at Manchester, 8. Dak., in the sum of $52.54, due
the United States on acconnt of loss of postal funds resulting from the
fallure of the Farmers State Bank, De Bmet, 8. Dak.; Gustavus M.
Rhoden, late postmaster at MeClenny, Fla,, In the sum of $984.70, due
the United Htates on account of the loss of postal funds resulting from
the failure of the Banker County State Bank, McClenny, Fla.; Marie L.
Pumbauld, late postmaster at Shaw, Colo., in the rum of $191.36, due
the United States on account of the logs of postal funds resulting from
the failure of the Farmers State Bank, Bovina, Colo.; estate of Fred
Moady, deeenser], late postmaster at Warroad, Minn,, In the sum of
$041.14, dne the United Btates on nccount of loss of postal funds
resulting from the failure of the First National Bank of Warroad,
Minn,: Provided, That the said late postmasters shall assign to the
United States any and all clalms they may have te dividends a_rlsiug
from the liguidation of sajd banks.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of Willinm Alexander, Frank M. Clark, George V. Welch,
Grant W. Newton, Willilam T. Hughes, Lucy V. Nelson, Frank
A. Gummer, Charles . Mulliken, Leo M. Rusk, Fred Ilalken-
burg, Meary H. Kelly, Wiliam . Hall, Rufus 1. Stewart,
Hugo H. AL, Paul J. Linster, Ruida Daniel, Faye I". Mitchell,
Dollie Miller, Alfred Anderson, Gusiavus M. Rhoden, Marie
1. Dumbauld, estate of Fred Moody, deceased.”

ODELON RAMOS

The bill (8. 2504) for the relief of Odelon Ramos was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read as fol-
lows:

Dle it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hercby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money In the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Odelon Ramos the sum of
$5,000, as compensation for the death of his son, Jose Maria Ramos,
a minor, who was killed in Bexar County, Tex., on June 5, 1924,
when two United States Army airplanes collided.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thivd
time, and passed.

JOON T. WILSON

The bill (8. 8077) for the relief of Jolin T. Wilson was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I should like to have some explanation of that
bill.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, this was a case where the
Veterans' Burean had leased property at San Antonio, Tex,,
for four years, and the lessor made a number of expenditures
on the strength of the contract; but the Government diseon-
tinued its eontract at the expiration of three years, causing a
luss to the lessor. The Veterans' Bureau reports that the
lessor did sustain a loss equivalent to one year's rental, and the
Coemmittee on Claims have recommended that hie be paid that
amonnt.

There being no objection, the Senate, as In Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay
to John T. Wilson $12,153 in full settlement for damage suf-
fered by him on account of the failure of the United States
Giovernment to pay him rent in anccordance with the under-
gtanding between him and the Government.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF HENRY H.
DECEASED

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
gider the bill (8. 2602) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of the estate of Henry H. Sibley, deceased. It proposes
to pay to the legal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceascd,
£101,242.50, in full settlement of his claim against the United
States for the nse of a patented invention in the manufacture
of a tent known as the Sibley tent,

Mr. MEANS. Mr. President, T think it only fair, Inasmnch
as these claims come before the Committee on Claims, of which
I am chairmnan, to call the attention of Senators to the faet
that, while I favor the bill and favor the action of the commit-
tec in reporting it, an identically similar bill was indefinitely
postponed by the action of the Senate in 1917. I think Sena-
tors should know the facts before they pass on the bill, other-
wise some Seuator might think me derelict in my duty if I did
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not eall thelr attention to them. T think the justice of this
claim is absolutely indisputable, but I now make this statement
lest some one might hereafter inquire why 1 did not call to
the attention to the Senate the fact that in 1917, as I have
stated, an identically similar bill had been indefinitely post-
poned by action of this body.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over, Mr. President.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, unless the Senator from Utah
hias some knewledge of the bill and some partienlar reason for
asking that it go over, I hope e will withhold his ebjection.

Mr. KING. I will withhold the objection for any expla-
nation,
Mr. GLASS. Does the Senator from Utah know of any

reason why the bill should not be passed?

Mr. KING. There are many bills that I know no reason why
they should not be passed, but under the five-minute rule it is
impossible to ascertain the facts and to diseuss such bills as
they should be disemssed. Does the Senator from Virginia
know of any reason why the bill should be passed?

Mr. GLASS. I do, or I should not be speaking about the bill,

Mr. KING., Then I shall be glad to have the Senator explain
the bill, and I will withhold my objection until e does ex-
plain it,

Mr. GLASS. That is all T want. Mr. President, I have been
for nearly 26 years a Member of one branch or the other of the
Congress of the United States; and this is the only bill for a
claim that T Iave ever been willing to champion, because it is
so manifestly just. This elaimant was for a period of 28 years
an officer In the Army of the United States. He invented and
patented a conical tent. Subsequently he sold a one-half inter-
est in the patent to a fellow Army officer, The Civil War came
on, and this particular officer, Henry H. Sibley, in 1861 resigned
his commission in the United States Army and enlisted in the
Confederate service. He subsequently was pardoned by the
President of the United States, which, according to the deci-
sions of the courts, constituted a complete removal of any bar
against him in any legal procecding. His fellow Army officer,
Lieut. Willimmn W. Burns, when the contract was challenged,
carried the case into courts and through all of the eourts from
the lowest to the highest, including the Supreme Court of the
TInited States, and won his case, He was paid in full by the
Government for his half interest in that patent. Now the
lieirg of this other Army officer, Henry IH. Sibley, put in their
claim for their half payment. The Senate on one occasion
passed an identically similar bill, and on several ofher ocea-
sions such a bill was favorably reported from the Senate Com-
mittee on Claims but not acted on. Those, in brief, are the
facts, The report goes into the case quite in detail and may
be examined by any Senator wlio wishes to discuss the bill.

Mr, STEPHENS, Mr. President, may I say just a word in
connection with this elaim? I made the report on the bill from
the Committee on Claims, and I took as the basis of my report
a favorable report that was made by former Senator Crawford,
of Routh Dakota. IHe investigated the case and made a full
atatement of all the facts in connection with the transaction.
I think it was in that report that he stated that the claim had
been before the Senate several times and that a favorable
report had heen mude upon it at several sessions of Congress.
As I remember, former Senator Hoar, of Massuachusetts, made
a favorable report, and five or six other Senators at various
tlines submitted favorable reports on a similar bill. I may say
that, as I now remember, only one Senator who made a favor-
able report on this bill came from the Souith. Therefore it can
not be argued that any one of those Senators, except perhaps
the one to whom I have referred, was influenced by the fact
that this is a Virginia claim.

This case was f(inally referred to the Court of Claims, and
that conrt submitted findings of fact. The findings of the court
arc set out In the report. As the chairman of the commitice,
the Senator from Colorado [AMr. Mreaxs], said n moment ago,
there ean be no question as to the justness of this claim. It is
an honest debt and should be puid. The money has been kept
from the claimant entirely too long.

It is true, as the Senntor suggested, that on one oceasion a
gimilar measure was indefinitely postponed, but, of course, we
know that that s not binding on this body at all, |

I feel, as Ling been stated, that this is a just elaim, and no
real objection, so far as I have found, has been offered against
its payment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. STEPHENS, I yield.

Mr, KING. Does the amount propesed to be paid include
interest or does it merely cover the prineipal?

Mr, STEPIENS. It does not include interest; it merely
coyers the principal, 2
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Mr. KING., And it is the same amount which the other
partner received?

Mr. STEPHENS. The other partner received the identical
sum which it is provided shall be allowed to the elaimants in
this instance. The two men were equal partners.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordercid to be engrossed for a third reading, vead the thirvd
time, and passed.

W. R. GRACE & CO.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (8. 496) for the relief of W. R. Grace & Co.,
which was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, efe., That the Secretnry of the Treasury s authorized
amd directed to pay, out of auy money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to W. It. Grace & Co., of New York City, the sum of
$1,856.35, being the amount which the said W. . Grace & Co. pald
to the colleetor of customs of New York City as customs duties on
certaln shiipments of eauehillo gam, aggregating 35,401 pounds, fm-
ported into the United States during the ealendar years 1918 and 1919,
in excess of the amount of the proper duties which should have been
paid upon such shipments of cauchillo gum as a nonenumeriated un-
manufactured article under paragraph 385 of the taril net of 1013,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed. 1

Mr. KING subsequently said: Mr. President, was Senate bill
496, Order of Business 342, passed?

The VICE PRESIDIINT. It was,

Mr. KING. I will enter a motion to reconsider that action
later.

Mr. MOSES. I suggest that the Senator enter the motion
now.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, perhaps the Senator from
Ttah will explain his objection to the bill now.

Mr, KING., Then, Mr, President, T move to reconsider the
votes whereby the bill was ordered to a third reading and
passed for the purpose of calling attention to a statement that
I see In the report. T know nothing about the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes
whereby the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed
will be reconsidered,

Mr. KING. As Senators know, these bills come here in
Iarge numbers, and we do not have time to examine them ex-
copt as they are hurriedly passed, On page 2 of the report I
find a letter written by the Seeretary of the Treasury, Mr.,
Mellon, in which he states:

With respect to the merits of the elaim I have to state that while
the importers have paid more duty than was under the court's deci-
gion in similar eases held to be due on this class of merchandize, they
failed to protect their interest in the mauper provided by law and
are in the same situation as many other lmporters who through neg-
llgence, ignorance, or indifference have failed to make proper protests.
If this claimant had taken the proper action, the excess duty collected
would have been refunded by the department.

As I understand the situntion—and, of conrse, I do not pre.
tend to know much about the facts in the case—an amount
was paid upon the theory that a certain schedule or standard
of tarifl duty applied to the particular commodity, No protest
wits made, The time for appeal passed, and then later the
claim was preferred. As Secretary Mellon said, if this im-
porter had taken the proper steps required by law to be taken,
or had availed himself of the avenues which the law provides
for rectification of errors, he could have been reimbursed.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it is very natural that
the Senator should have this feeling. This was during the
wiur when there was a shortage of chicle, and so they brought
in a quantity of cauchillo. Believing that the rate was the
same for caunchillo as for chicle, Grace & Co. paid the duty.
They had a 30-day period in which to make a protest that they
had overpaid; but in the rush of time, in the war period, they
did not discover that there was this difference in schedule
between eauchillo and chicle, As Mr. Mellon savs in his letter,
if they had made the protest, the money would have been
refunded at once, :

This matter was fnlly explained in the Sixty-eighth Congress.
I had a similar bill here at that time, and the Senate took
the view that the claim was a-very just one, that this amount
had been paid in ignorance of the real duty upon cauchillo,
and that a refund was proper; and that is exactly the posi-
tion which is taken by the Secretary of the Treasury, He says:

1f this claimant had taken the proper action—

That is, within 30 days—

the excess duty collected would have Leen refunded by the department.’
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S0, now that the thing has been brought fo the attention of
the Congress, it is right that the refund should be made.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator read the preceding paragraph,
please? :

Mr. COPELAND.

It appears that mo protest was filed Ly W. R. Grace & Co. agninst
the collector's liguldation of any of these entries, as provided for
under paragraph N, Seetion III, of the fariff act of October 3, 1913,
nor does it appear why the compuany failed to avall itself of Its
remedy by protest as provided for in said paragraph N.

Certainly :

To go back to paragraph N, it says that this must be done
within 30 days.

Mr. SMITH. The point is this: Did they actually pay more
than the duty required by law?

Mr. COPELAND. They did.

Mr, SMITH. Very well. It is not a guestion of time, then.
It is a question of what is due. !

Mr. MEANS. BIr. President, an Important thing has been
overlooked there I think; and that is that the matter was not
definitely determined until the Court of Customs Appeals de-
clded the question, This bill is based upon the deecision of the
Court of Customs Appeals, which held that these commodities
should be enumerated separately, and therefore the importer
would be entitled to the 10 cent rather than the 15-cent rate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the ountstanding fact in
this ease is thot the Government holds some $4,000 or more
which belongs to Grace & Co.

Mr. SMITH. That is right.

Mr, WILLIAMS. The claim is admitted; and in claims like
this, where there is no recourse to the courts, and where
the harsh rules of law will not apply, if by inadvertence or
mistake or otherwise those harsh rules can not avail to give
assistance to a cluimant his only recourse is to have legisla-
tion just like this to give him that which is justly his.

Mr., TRAMMELI. Mr. President, I reported the bill on the
part of the committee, and I desire to say that the statement
made by the chairman of the committee is entirely correct.

This was a case in which the claimant paid this duty upon
a certain classification, that classification being fixed by the
customs officer. I am not sure that he paid it under protest
at the time; but, anyway, the matter was litigated and went
before the Court of Customs Appeals, as stated by the chair-
mian. While this matter was pending the statute of limita-
tions ran, and when the court determined that the commodity
had been placed in the wrong classification unfortunately this
claimant had not instituted any proceedings in the way of
formal legal claim, and the statute barred him. The Govern-
ment, however, recelved the money; it had no right to rececive
it; and it is ouly by this technicality that tlie claimant ean
be precluded from his rights.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. TRAMMELL. I yield.

Mr. KING. The Senator makes a statement that I do not
find in the letter of AMr. Mellon. Is it a fact that Grace & Co,
did avail themselves of =ome statute and bring a suit for this
amount ?

Mr, TRAMMELL. Grace & Co. did not, but some other com-
pany did. Some other company contested the matter in the
courts.

Mr. KING. But not Grace & Co.?

Mr, TRAMMELL. Not Grace & Co. The contest in the
courts was instituted by some other person paying duty upon
the same classification, and he contested the elassification.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And it was held in that ease
that the Government was not entitled to the money?

Mr. TRAMMELL. 1t was.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It follows that in this partieu-
lar case the Government has received money to which it was
not entitled. :

Mr. TRAMMELL. That is the situation.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. This bill is on the basis of a
groat many others that come here, I think the Senator from
Florida is right.

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Court of Customs Ap-
peals held that this merchandise was assessable at 10 cents, and
they had paid 15 cents. In the meantime the accounts of the
collector were settled, and the Treasury can not pay back the
amount of the overpayment.

Mr. TRAMMELL, That is the fact.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The questlon is upon the third
reading of the bill,

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.
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INDEMNITY TO OWNKERS OF SWEDISH STEAMSHIP “ onIvra”

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, on talking with the Senator
from New Mampshire [Mr. Moses] I find that he is willing to
withdraw his objection to the consideration of Order of Busi-
ness No.o 335, being Senate bill 1731, which was prssed cover o
few moments ago. I ask manimous consent to return to that
Lill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1731) to authorize
the payment of an indemnity to the Government of Swoden on
poeconnt of losses sustained by the owners of the Swedish steam-
ship Olivia as a result of a collision between it and the 1. 8. 8.
Lake St Clair, 1t propozes to pay to the Government of
Sweden, as a matter of grace and without reference to the ques-
tion of liability therefor, as full indemnity for the losses sus-
tained byethe owners of the Swedish stenmship Olivia, or any
other purties pecuniarily interested, as a result of a collision
between it and the UL 8. 8. Lake St. Clair on September 8, 1918,
an amount equivalent to £7,672.2 on the date of the approval of
this act, as recommended by the President in his message of
May 31, 1924,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I notice in the bill now before
the Senate, and some other bills of similar chuaracter, it is
recited—

That there is herely anthorized fo be pald to the Government of
SEwelen, ont of any money In the Treasury not otherwize appropriated,
ns A matter of grace and without refevence to the gquestion of Habllity
therefor—

And so fortl.

e report of the facts shows that there is an absolute lin-
bility upon the part of the United States, or wonld be if the
United Hrates were a private individual; that is to say, a ship
owned by the United States, through the fault of the master
or other navigator collided with a ship belonging to a citizen
or subjoect of the state in whose favor the appropriation is
mmie. Why is that langunge, " as a matter of grace and with-
vitt reference to the question of liability thercefor,” inserted?
As T rend it, T thought we were merely making a kind of present
to the Government off Sweden out of the kindness of onr hearts
simply Decause they asked us to do so.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I think the words referred to
by the Senator from Montana embody the diplomatic phrase
nsualy employed by the State Department in negotiating such
matters.  In this partientar instance the negotiations were
carried on by Mr. Hunghes, while he was Secretary of State,
as an accommodation between the two Governments, and it
wis on lis report that the President recommended the pay-
ment of this claim. I can not otherwise explain the use of
tlmt langnage,

Mr. WALSIH. It seems to be enfirely contradicted by the
report, for, according to the report, it is not at all a matter of
#race without reference to linbility, becanse the report (dis-
closes that there is a perfectly legal oblization upon the part of
the United States to pay this money.

Mr. FLETCHER. The ameunt proposed to be approprinted
perely covers the losses actually sustained.

Mr. WALSEH. Yes; and sustained by the fanlt of the repre-
sentatives of the Unifed States. Perhaps the Senator from
New Hampshive, who is familiar with matters of this kind,
cnn elneidate this question.

Mr. MOSESN. XNo. Mr. President : T am not familiar with the
elaim to which the Senator from Montana i8 referring. T have
some familiarity, howerer, with other clnims presented by the
Government of Norway, and, so far as I am eoncernedd, it
mukes not the slightest difference what the Innguage of the
proposed Jegislation may be, if T ean prevent it, those bills
are nol going to be passed until that Governmment has ren-
dered some sort of sutisfaetion to certain American eitizens
who have ¢laims pending against it, but who have been treated,
as I believe, most unjustly, and who for three years have been
nnable to obtain any satisfaction whatever.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, ordinarily in the case of a
collision between ships, except where tlie negotiations are con-
dneted through diplomatic ehannels, we anthorize the elaimant
to o into the Court of Clains, and the amount of damage and
linbility is establishied in court,

In such cases as this I understand the State Department
examines the elaim, and if satisfied that a eertain amount is
due sends the papers, with a recommendation, to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations. That was the praetice for several
yearg. That committee, however, renched the conclusion that
sueh cases had better go to the Comnittee on Clalms; so that
now all ¢laims of this kind are referred to that committee,
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I do not know why the words referred to by the Senator|
from Montana are employed ; but I presume it is not desirved to!
admit liability.

Mr. MOSES. In addition, that practlee in the Committee;
on Foreign Relations obtains with reference to all sorts of
claims, as for example, we have had elaims presented by con-
sular officers and eother foreign representuatives who have suf-
fered by reason of fires or disasters or as a result of war, and
sueh claims have been transmitted by the Connnittee on For-
elgn Relations to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. SWANSON. There might be other claims for damages
growing out of such accidents, and I suppoge the language was
used in order not to confess liability as to cases that might
arise in the futuore,

The bill was rveported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

JOIIN PLUMLEFE, ADMINISTRATOR

The bill (8. 1341) for the relief of John Plumlee, adminis-
trator of the estate of G. W. Plumlee, deveased, was considered
aslin Committee of the Whole and was resd, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte.,, That the Sceretary of the Treasury is anthorized
and direeted to pay to John Plumlee, ndministrator of the estate of
G. W. Plomlee, deceased, of Chattanooga, Tenn., out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,273, such sum
being the smount which was paid by the said G. W, IPhimlee in his
lifetime to the collector of internal revenue for the district of Ten-
nessee for certain land owned by J. A. Cunningham in Hamilten
County, Tenn., which was sold under a warrant of distraint issued by
the collector of internal revenue for the collection of delinquent tnxes
nud penaltics due the United States, which lund was never delivered
by the United States into the pessession of the sald G. W. Plumlee in
his lifetime nor fnto the possession of the said John Plumlec, ad-
ministrator.

See. 2L That payment of soch sum of money to John Plumlee, ad-
ministrator, shall be made upon condition that the heirs of the said
G. W. Plumlee, deceased, deliver, prior to the payment, a quitelaing
deed to the collector of internal revenue for the district of Tennessee
conveying to the United States all the right, title, and intorest of such
Lieirs in the land.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a thivd reading, read the third
tine, and passed.

DANIEL B, GLOVER

The bill (8, 1515) to extend the benefits of the employees'
ecompensation act of September 7, 1916, to Daniel 8. Glover,
was considered as in Committee of the Whele and was read,
as follows:

De it enacted, cte.,, That the United Btates Employees' Compensation
Commission shall be, and it is herely, authorized and directed to ex-
tend to Daniel 8. Glover, on account of the resnlts of an injury sus-
tained Janupary 28, 1014, while in the performance of duty as an
employee of the navy yard at Washington, D, C.; the provislons of an
act entitled “An act to provide compensation for employees of the
United States suffering Injuries while in the performuance of their
duties, and for other purposes,’ approved Scptemlicr 7, 1914,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, T think there
ought to be an explunation of why compensution is proposed
to he provided in this ease.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill was introduced by the
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxsox].

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this bill denls with a case
where a man had an eye put out while he was working for
the Government. At the time of fhe accident the dizability
wils not total, but it zot worse awd worse, and finally it becane
absolnte—n total disability. The aceident happened in a
naval torpedo station, where the claimant was employed. He
could not get relief under the eémployees’ compensation act
becanse it was passed subsequently. The blindiess came on
some time afterwards becnuse of an aceident thut oceurred
prior to the passage of the act, and this amount is not paid by
the Govermment, It is paid out of the compensation fund pro-
vided by these people, who pay a certain percentage of their
stluries muder the compensation act. .

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, T do not under-
stand that the compensation s ftaken care of in that way. This
comes under the employees’ compensation act; does it not?

Mr. SWANSON. Under that act this man would get g0 much
a month.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes: but the point T have in
mind is this: I bave introduced a bill te take eare of those
who, while in the Government service, were injured prior to the
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passage of the employees' compensation act, so as to make the
act apply fo them. I have not been dble to get any action on
that bill yet. T really think that Government employees who
were ipjured one, ‘two, three, or even four years before we
passed the employees’ compensation act, if they were injured in
accordance with the terms of that act, should be entitled to
compensation under it; that they should be permitfed to come
in under the net. I have mot been able to get action on that
weneral bill, aud here i3 a particular measure, and I was won-
dering liow it happened.

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permif me, the man's
cye wag hurt before October, 1916, when this law became
aperative.

Alr. FLETCHER.

Tore.
' Mr, SWANSON. Yes; three years before. The evidence
shows that the eve got worse and worse, and was {reated re-
pentedly, and he finaliy became totally blind after this act be-
came operative.

M. JONES of Washington. T am not especially obijecting to
thiz bill. I was just wondering why we can not get action on
general legislation taking care of all of those who were Injured
before that thine.

Mr. SWANSON. If the general eases are entitled to it, this
is certdinly a deserving case, where a blind man ean not get a
liwing because he lost his eye while in the service of the Gov-
ernment, 4

Mr. JONTIS of Washington. Did he lose both eyes?

AMr. SWANBON. Ithink he lost the sight of both eyes. The
other one was hurt so that he could not do any work, as the
Senator will see if he will read the report.

A, JONES of Washington., T 'have not had time to read it.
I bhave not had an opportunity to do it.

Mr. SHORTRIDGI). AMr. President

Mr., TRAMMELL, I think he lost the sight of one eye
only. .

Mr. SWANSON. PBut my recollection is that it affected the
other oue very seriously.

" Air. JONES of Washington. The main thing T had in mind
was, if we apply this law in one case, why not pass a general
law applying it to all those who were injured who were in the
employ of the Government beforehand?

Mr., SWANSON. I have no objeetion to that, but T do mot
see why in this special case we should delay justice.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am not objecting to the Sena-
for's bill., I am not going to objeet to It either, beeanse I
thinlk people who were injured in that way ought to have their
compensation nnder this law.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as
in Commniittee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there
bLie 1o amendment to be proposed, the bill will be reported to the
Senate,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

He was injured in 1913, three years be-

HARRY

The bill (8. 1522) to extend the benefits of the employees’
compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Harry Simpson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Ite it enacted, ete., That the Unlted States Employees' Compensation
Commisgion ghall be, and it is herelyy, authorized and directed to
extend to Harry Simpson, on aecount of the results of an injury
gustnined March 9, 1915, while in the performance of duty as an
employee of the navy yard at Norfolk, Va., the provisions of an act
entitled “An act to provide compenszation for employees of the United
States suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties,
and for other purposes,” approved September T, 1016,

Mir. JONES of Washington., DMr, President, here is another
Dbill of the same nature. What are the facts in this case?

Mr, SWANSON, The faects in this case are that this man had
his hands hurt and afterwards was dismissed from the Navy.
His condition became such that he could not do his work. The
accident happened in 1915, about a year prior to the operation
of the law of 1016, Te worked on until 1921, using one hand on
light work., Then when it became necessary to dismiss people
in the navy yard he was dismissed, and the Secretary of the
Navy and those who examined the case have recommended
that he ought to be paid compensation,

Mr. JONIES of Washington. Mr. President, I should like to
ask the chairman of the Claims Committee, or the committee
that would have charge of legislation of this kind, if any con-
sideratiou is being given to the matter of general legislation

SIMPSON
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bringing all parsons who are injured In the wny required by the
compensation act under the compensation act?

Mr. WILLIAMS. 3Jr. President, may I make an inquiry of
the Senator?

Mr. JONES of Washington.
jnformution myselr,

Mr. WILLIAMS, WIll the Senator from Virginia yield?

Mr. SWANSON. T yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The provisions of Senate bill 1515,
has Just ‘been passed, and Senate Bill 1522, which is now
under consideration, are similar. The purport of this bill Is to
bring within the intendment of the act of September 7, 1916,
an injury that occurred prior fo that time. I call the attention
of the Senator from Virginia to the form of the bill itself, that
the provisions of this future act shall be made retrouctive with
respect to {his particular case, so as to bring this particular
cnse within the intendment of the general law. T understand
that the objection raised by the Senator from Washington is
that there was no general law to cover the case of either Simp-
son or Glover at the time they sustained their injuries, and that
the effect of this bill, as of the previous bill just considered, is
to make the provisions of this act retroactive in n particulax
case.

I call the attention of the Senator to the form swhich the bill
takes. We are not really making it retroactive, What we are
really doing is_appropriating a sum of money for the benefit of
one Glover, The exception which you make from the generil
law seems to me to be objectionable. Does not the Senator
think so?

Mr. SWANSON. No; I do not. The act of September, 1916,
as the Senator has said, applies to people who are subsequently
injured. This man was injured a year before. He worked
after that. He was not retired from the Navy. Ile had to do
Hgzht work on account of his hand being ‘hurt, or cut off. This
simply applies the act to him,

Mr. WILLIAMS. My point is that the injured person is not
enfitled to the benefits of the compensation act, and that he
would become enfitled to the benefits of that act by the retro-
active provisions of this proposed law.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to call atten-
tion to the rule allowing Senators to speak only once, and for
five minutes, upon any question.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would like to ask the chairman
of the committee o guestion, not partieularly with reference to
this Bill, but .as to whether or not the commiitec Is giving any
consideration to legislation looking toward taking care of those
who may have been injured in the Govermment service prior to
the passage of the compensation act.

Mr, MEANS. Nothing of that kind has yet been consldered,
and no such bills are now hefore us. The Committee on Claims
passed a rule that all bills which were reported favorably at
the last session of Congress, and passed by the Senate, would
be put upon the calendar. That is why I personally am not
familiar with (hose bills. All new bills which have been
reported I, as chairman, am personally familiar with and can
speak upon, but those which eame in a group by reason of the
rule I can not explain, nor am I familiar with those particular
bills. There is at present nothing before the committee con-
templating action such as the Senator suggests.

Mr. JONES of Washington, I Know that I introduced a bill
in the last Congress to take care of cases of this kind, and I
thought I had introduced it in this Congress, though I can
not be sure that I did. One or two claims were brought to
my attention where the purties were injured prior to thd
passage of the compensation act, and I thought they should ba
taken care of, but I thought that all persons should be taken
care of ; and I know that In the last Congress I introduced a
general bill .

I have no objection to this bill; I think it is meritorious, so
far s that is concerned. But I think it ought to be made
general in its application, so that anyone who was disabled in
the Government employ, even prior to the passage of the com-
pensation act, should be eligible to come under it. I have no
objeciion to this bill; I merely wanted to find out whether
the committee was considering the matter of general legislation.

Mr. MIZANS. If such a Dbill iz before my committee, I will
look into it and give It my attention.

While T am on iy feet and Senators are listening, mny I say
to Senators who have introduced bills of this character that the
House Committee on Claims have determined thot no bills will
be passed which antedate the Spanish-American War. The
attention of Senators will be called to such bills by me, and
there is hardly need for us to spend so much time on those
bLills when there are Senators urging us to give consideration
to new bills, there being over 600 Senate bilis already before tho

Certainly. I am inquiring for

which
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committee, and we are meeting and giving them as careful con-
sideration as we can. 1 will take the new bills in preference to
the old bills, because of the probability of the old bills being
jgnored in the other body, which must consider them.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

JOHN F. WHITE AND MARY L. WHITE
The bill (S. 1555) for the relief of John F. White and Mary
“1.. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole and
wits read, as follows:

He it endcted, ele., That the Commissioner of Indian Affalrs 1s
anthorized and directed to hear the claims of John F. White and Mary
I.. White, of Hiverton, Wyo., for compensation for damage and Injury
to the property and persons of said elalmants #nd of their children
sustained In an automebile neeident on August 7, 1918, in the SBhoshoni
amd Arsipahoe Indian Reservation, Wyo., and the sum of $13,200, or so
much thereof ns the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may-deem neces-
gary to pay such c¢lnims, 15 hereby appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, it does seem to me that these per-
sous sre entitled to compensation. The only question is whether
1t is wise and proper to leave it to the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to hear these claims, to sit as a judge and jury. It
seems to me these people onght to go to a court or to some
judicial tribunal. I do not object, but I call attention to that
Tact.

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator
that the bill does not authorize the payment of a fixed amount,
The amount to which these people are entitled is left to the dis-
cretion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. There seems
no reason to doubt, as the Senator from Utah has suggested,
that they are entitled to certain damages. All of the facts set
out indicate that they are. This bill merely gives anthority to
the commissioner to examine into the facts and to make pay-
ment accordingly. I can not conceive of him awarding any
damages over and above the amount to which they are clearly
cntitled.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, this enforces the view which
some of us entertain that there ought to be some general legis-
Iation providing for the determination in the courts of causes
of action of this character, I would like to ask anyone why
a controversy of this charaeter should not be determined in
the United States District Court for the Distriet of Wyoming.
We propose to put it up to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
to try this question. It is claimed that there was a defectivé
road on the reservation, under the care of the superintendent,
and that the accident resulted from that caunse,

The superintendent, I observe, insists that the claimant,
John F. White, was guilty of contributory negligence. There
is a question of negligence and contributory negligence, and
the amount of damages which should be recovered. We con-
fess that we are not able to determine those questions, and
of conrse we are not. Why should those parties be compelled
to ¢ome before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to make a
case when they could make it just exactly as well out in the
State of Wyoming, before the court there, which would hear
the testimony and make findings of facts? 1t would not be
necessary even to make an appropriation to pay anything., The
report on the faets could be sent to Congress. The facts shonld
be determined by some court rather than by a committee here
which is burdened with a lot of other duties and can not pos-
gibly give proper consideration to these questions?

I know how averse some Senators are to having these claims
against the Government of the United States determined by a
court, but we are taking altogether too much time away from
things which should really engage our attention instead of
determining these matters, which are really for adjudication by
a court, Let some one tell me a good reason why the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs is better equipped to determine
the facts of this matter than the district conrt for the district
of Wyoming.

Mr. KENDRICK. I want to ask the Senator from Montana
whether it has been the custom uniformly to settle these cases
in the courts?

Mr. WALSH.
e 0.

Mr. KEXDRICK. According to the evidence here there is
no question but that the injury was suffered, and there is no
question as to the negligence of those authorized to protect
this road. This bill was reported favorably by the committee
at the last session of Congress but failed to receive action in
the Senate. As already explained, it does not authorize the
payment of any particular, specified amount. It is only rea-
sonable to believe, under the suggestion that changes be inade

No; It has not. I am insisting that it should
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in the bill, that the commissioner will exercise every digeretion
in his power in settling the claim on an equitable basis.

Mr. KING. T notice that the bill provides for $13,200.

Mr. KENDRICK. It provides that the commissioner shall
pay such part of that amount as he considers just and equi-
table. 4

Mr. KING. T think this is very unwise legislation, If he
were authorized to find the facts and report them to Congress
with a recommendation as to what he found would be a just
amount, there could be no objection, but it does seem to me
very nunwise to say that we appropriate not exceeding §13,200,
and that he is to find up to that amount and to pay it with-
out any further action or the approval of Congress.

Mr. KENDRICK. He would not have the power to pay any
more than would be sufficient to meet the situation.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President, I notice In the report that
the Seecretary of the Interior recommends that the bill be
amended so that it will appear on the face of the bill thut the
damages to he recovered are to be recovered as the resnlt of
an accident that occurred on account of the condition of the
road. I notice the Senator has mnot offered the suggested
amendment but asks for damages on the broad ground of the
automobile aceident on a rveservation, Does not the Senator
think the bill should be amended?

Mr. KENDRICK., As I understand, the languaze that was
obijectionable to the Secretary of the Interior has been stricken
out of the bill.

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. President, 1 think this bill
should be amended in line 11, that the words *“anthorized to
be ™ should be inserted. It purports actually to appropriate
the money.

Mr. KENDRICK. I have no objeetion to that amendment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. After the word *hereby” in
line 11, T move to Insert the words “ authorized to be.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr., President, this is a bill which was
reported at the last session of Congress favorably, with cer-
tain proposed amendments. Under the rule which was adopted
by the Committee on Claims, all bills reported favorably at
the lust session of Congress were to be reported at this session
without further action or consideration on the part of the
committee. Under that rule, the clerk of the committee, of
course, submitted a report covering all bills theretofore favor-
ably reported. This bill should be amended, as suggested in
the report, as referred to by the Senator from Missouri, I
remember disenssing the bill, and the committee was of the
impression that it shonld be conflned entirely to this accident.
I would like to have it amended in that partienlar. Can the
Senator from Missouri eall attention to the amendment which
was proposed when the report was mude?

Mr. WILLIAMS, My understanding is that the amendment
proposed is found on the bottom of page 2 of the report, in
next to the last paragraph,

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, let me remark that the amend-
ment suggested by the Secretary should come in line 8, after
the figures * 1918, and shonld read, * which oceunrred because
of the failure to repair a road.”

Mr. TRAMMELIL. I propose that amendment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF ALPHONSE DESMARE, DECEASED

The bill (8. 2483) for the relief of the legal represeutatives
of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. 1 would like to have an explanation of the bill,

Mr. JONES of Washington, I was going to ask the Senator
from Louisiana how much is involyed in the Lill and if he will
not give us u brief explanation of it.

Mr. RANSDELL. I can not tell exaectly what amount is
involved. Certain cotton was seized by the Federal forces duar-
ing 1863, which was gold, and the proceeds passed to the eredit
of the Government and are now in the hands of the Govern-
ment. The report shows very clearly that these people were
loyal——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 5 o'clock having ar-
rived, the time allotted for the consideration of bills on the
calendar has expired.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business,
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The motion was agreed to, and the Senate procecded to the
consideration of excentive business. After five minutes spent
in execntive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate
(at 5§ o'elock and 5 minutes p. m.), under the order previously
entered, took a reeess until to-morrow, Thursday, April 1,
1926, at 12 o'elock meridian.

NOMINATIONS
Freculive nominations reccived by the Senate March 31 (legis-
lative day of March 27), 1926
ITOREIGN SERVICE
FOREIGN BERVICE OFFICERS, UNCLASSIFIED
Dale W. Maher, of Missouri.
Idward J. Sparks, of New York.
Willinm Clarke Vyse, of New York.
YVICE CONSULS OF CAREER
Dale W. Malier, of Missouri.
Edward J. Sparks, of New York.
William Clarke Vyse, of New York.
UNITED STATES MARSHAL
Fdgar C. Snyder, of the District of Ceolumbla, to be United
States marshal, Distriet of Columbin, A reappointment, his
term expiring April ¢, 1920.

CONFIRMATIONS
Frecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 31 (leg-
islative day of March 27), 1926
CoLLecTor OF INTERNAL IRREVENUE
Galen H. Weleh, to be collector of internal revenue for the
sixth district of California.
POSTMASBTERS
CALIFORNIA
Cliarles 8. Catlin, Saticoy.
Shirey 8. Abeel, Sebastopol.
INDIANA
Hal T. Kitchin, Greensburg.
Orpheus M, Dickey, Shoals.
MICHIOAN
Jolin N, Kart, Auzusta,
Fred U. O'Brien, Coral.
NEW JERSEY
Fred D. Matteson, Berlin,
Raymaond W. Losey, Blairstown.
Charles G. Melick, Milford.
Edward Iredell, Mullica Hill
Idward W. Vanaman, Newfleld.
John H. Stegmann, Westwood.
NORTH DAKOTA
John T Bolton, Fairmount.
OKLAHOMA
Herman J. Fleming, Canton.
REODE ISLAND
Florence E. Booth, Oakland Beach.
WISCONSIN
Edward K. Cunningham, Berlin,
Halvor Thorson, Hawkins.
Matthew H. Schlosser, Knapp.
‘Martin A. Hanson, Menomonie.
Albert H, Anderson, Nelson,
Arnold E. Langemak, Sawyer.
: WYOMING
Margaret 8. Flatter, Diamondville.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WenxNespay, March 31, 1926

The House met at 11 o'elock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

© God, our heavenly Father, morning, noon, and evening
Thon art pouring forth those affections which bestow happi-
ness apon onr homes; blessed be Thy excellent name. At Thy
touch the better feclings of our matures are moved and the
epheres of cur usefulness are enlarged. Do Thou awaken in usg
those aspirations that Iift toward God and evoke the very best
that is iu us. O briug all peoples cverywherz to a high plane
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of understanding and -self-control. Holy Epirit come forth
from the bosom of the infinite God and hover over cur land
until all laws aod all institutions shall feel Thy presence and
be directed by Thy wisdom and inspired by lasting verities of
Thy Holy Word. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. ;
CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. GARRETT of Tenncssee. Mr. Speaker, I make the point
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the
point that no quornm is present. BEvidently there is no quorum
present.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were closed, the Clerk ealled the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer fo thelr numes:

[Roll No. 61]

Ahernethy Diempsey Kendull Ronsley
Altirich Dougluss Kerr Iathhone
Authony Drane Kindred Robsion, Ky,
Auf der HHelde Drewry Kirk Rlogers
Ayres Hdwnrds Kunz Rutherford
Darkley Lsterly Lankford Shreve
Beedy Fitzgerald, Roy G. Larsen Sinelair
Bell IMlaherty Lee, Ga. Sosnowski
Derger Tos8 Lindsay Sproul, TIL
Bixler Frear Linthicum Bteagnil
Hlack, N. X. Fredericks Lyon Strong, I'a.
Bloom Freeman MeDuftie Bullivan
Britten Funk MceLanghling, Nebr. Swoope
Burdick Gulllvan MeSwaln Tincher
Butler Gambrill Magee, P'a, Tucker
Carter, Okla, Golder Manpstield Tydings
Chipman Green, Towa Mengeas Updike
Cleary Hammer Michaelson Tipshaw
Connolly, I'a. Harrison Mooney YVare

Cox Hawley Newton, Mo, Vinson, Ga,
Crisp Hudspeth O'Counor, N, ¥. Voigt
Crowther Hull, Willlam E, Phillips Waltors
Crumpacker Johnson, 111, Pou Whitehead
Curry Johnuson, 8. Dak, 1'rall Wood
Davey Kellor Ragon Wright
Deal Kelly Rainey Yihlman

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and twenty-seven Members
have answered to their names; a quornm is present.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speakey, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call,

The motion was agrecd to.

The doors were opened.

NOTICE OF EARLY HOUR OF MEETING

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a brief state-
ment. It has been snggested to the Chair that it might be de-
sirable on days when the House meets at a different hour
than the usual time to notify Members by sending a call in
advance of the hour of mesting. The Chair thinks the sug-
gestion is n good one and will direet, until further notice,
that the Dbells be rung for a quornm call 15 minutes before
the House meets. [Applause.]

AMESSAGE FROM THE SENATH

A message from the Senate, by Mr, Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed withont amendment Dill
and resolution of the House of the following titles:

H. R.3834. An act to amend section G5 of the act entitied
“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum-
big,” approved dMarch 3, 1901, and the acts smendatory thereof
and supplementary thereto; and

H. J. Res, 147, Joint resolution nuthorizing and requesting the
President to extend invitations to foreign governments to be
represented by delegates at the International Congress of Soll
Science to be held in the Tnited States in 1927,

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bills of the following titles, in which the concur-
rence of the Flonse of Representatives was requested :

IT. R. 80530. An nct granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Minnesola to construet a bridge across the Minnesota
River at or near Shakepee, Minn, ;

II. R, 8018, An act granting the consent of Congress for the
construction of a bridge across the Mississippl River at or near
Louisiana, 2Mo.;

The messuge also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sepate to
the bill (H. 1. 8917) making appropriations for the military
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
and joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was reguested:
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S.J. Res. 59, Joint resolution authorizing the Secrctary of
War to lend cots;

S. 069, An act to authorize the transfer of surplus books from
the Navy Department to the Interior Department;

8. 850, An act for the relief of Joseph Mayhew ;

8. 1609, An act to inerease the peusions of those who have
lost limbs or have been totally disabled in the same or have
become totally blind in the military or naval service of the
United States;

S.1962. An act to amend section 101 of the Judicial Code as
ameinded ;

S.1989. An aet to anthorize the Secretary of the Interior to
purchase certain Innd in Nevada to be added to the present site
of the Reno Indian colony and authorizing the appropriation
of fumds therefor;

8. 2323, An act to provide for the acquisition of property in
Prince William County, Va., to be used by the Dlistrict of
Columbia for the reduction of garbage;

8, 2335, An act for the relief of the Andrew Radel Oyster Co.;

S.2530. An act authorizing the use of the funds of any tribe
of Indians for payments of insuarance premiums for protection
of the property of the tribe against fire, theft, tornado, and hail ;

S.2746. An aet to correct the naval record of Charles David
Gutheridge;

S, 2853, An act to authorize the transfer to the jurisdiction
of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia of a certain
pertion of the Anacostin Park for use as a tree nursery ;

S. 3108, An act fo amend section 2 of the act of June 7, 1924
(43 Stat. L. p. 658), as amended by the act of March 3, 1925
(43 Stat. L. p. 1127), entitled “An act to provide for the pro-
toction of forest lands for the reforestation of denuded areas,
for the extension of nationual forests, and for other purposes,
in order to promote the continuons production of timber on
1ands chiefly snitable therefor " ;

8. 3269, An act to grant to the city of Key West, Fla., a tract
of land belonging to the United States naval hespital at that
place ;

S.328G. An act to authorize reduced freight rates in cases of
Cmergency ;

S.J. Res, 37, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
Agriculture to cooperate with Territories and other posses-
sions of the United States under the provisions of sections 3, 4,
and b of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the
protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded
arens, for the extension of national forests, and for other pur-
poses, in order to promote the continnous production of timber
on lands chiefly suitable therefor™; and

8.0 Res. 56. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An
act to provide for the regulution of motor-vehicle traffic in
the District of Columbia, increase the number of judges of the
police conrt, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1925,

The message also announced that the Senute had agreed to
the amendments ¢of the House of Representatives to the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 59) anthorizing the Secretary of War to
Tend 3,000 cots, 3,000 bed sacks, and 6,000 blankets for the use
of the encampment of the United Confederate Veterans, to be
held at Birmingham, Ala., in May, 1926.

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED

Senate bills and Senate joint resolutions of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below :

H.2853. An aet to authorize the transfer to the jurisdiction
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a certain
portion of the Anacostia Park for use as a tree nursery; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

8. 3108, An act to amend section 2 of the act of June 7, 1924
(43 Stat. L. p. 633), as amended by the act of March 3, 1925
(43 Stat. L. p. 1127), entitled “An act to provide for the pro-
tection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas,
for the extension of national forests, and for other purposes, in
order to promote the continnous production of timber on lands
chiefly suitable therefor”; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8. 3260. An act to grant to the city of Key West, Fla., a tract
of land belouging to the United Stafes naval hospital at that
place; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

§.3286. An act to aunthorize reduced freight rates in cases
of emergency; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

8.0 Res. 87, Joint resolution authorizing the Seeretary of
Agricultnre to cooperate with Territories and other posses-
sgions of the United States under the provisions of sections
3, 4, and 5 of the act of Congress entitled “An act fo pro-
vide for the protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of
dennded areas, for the extension of national forests, and for
other purposes, in order to promote the continuous production
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of timber on lands chiefly suitable therefor”; to the Commitfee
on Agriculture.

S.J. Res. 56, Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An
act to provide for the regulation of motor-vehicle traffie in
the District of Columbia, inerease the number of judges of
the police court, and for other purposes,” approved March 3,
1025: to the Committee on the District of Columbin. ’

S. 1989, An aet to authorize the Secretary of thie Interior to
purchase certain land in Nevada to be added to the present
site of the Reno Indian colony, and authorizing the appropria-
tion of funds therefor; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

8.2323. An act to provide for the acquisition of property in
Prince William County, Va., to be used by the District of Co-
lumbia for the reduction of garbage; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

S.2335. An act for the relief of the Andrew Radel Oyster
Co.: to the Committee on Claims.

8. 2530, An act authorizing the use of the funds of any tribe
of Indians for paymeuts of Insurance preminms for protection
of the property of the tribe against fire, theft, tornado, and
hail ; to the Commitfee on Indian Affairs.

S5.569. An act to authorize the transfer of surplus books
from the Navy Department to the Interior Department; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

S.8536. An act for the relief of Jogeph Mayhew; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

AIRCRAFT FOR THE NAYY AND MARINE CORPS

Mr. SNELL, Mr. Speaker, I present for printing under the
rule a privileged report from the Committee on Rules.
The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution (H. Ites. 190) providing for the consideration of
H. R. 9690, a bill to authorize the construction and procurement of
aireraft and alreraft equipmient in the Navy and Marine Corps and
to adjust and define the status of the operating personnel in connce-
tion therewith.

The report was referred to the calendar and ordered printed.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the order of the House, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinols [Mr. Mappex]
for 20 minutes.

REPRESENTATIVE CIIARLES E. FULLER

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, to-day is the
seventy-seventh birthday of my colleague, the Hon. CHARLES
E. Furier, of Illinois. [Applause.] He has been a member of
this House for nearly a quarter of a century. It has been my
privilege to know Mr. Furier for more than 40 years. During
that period I have had great pleasure in watcehing his progs-
ress. Ile was born on a farm not far from where I live in
Illinois. His father and mother came to Illinois from Ver-
mont in the early history of the State. He is what might be
called a *“typical Yankee.” He has all the attributes of a
great American. He has lived close
He has stood for the things that were intended to promote
the well-being of Ameriea and Americans. He has been often in
publie life and has made a great record wherever he has served.
He has been elected to office eighteen times by the people
of Illinois, indieating that they have confidence in his judg-
ment and his integrity. He is one of the most powerful men in
public Tife in our State. He is the type of man that young
men look up to with admiration and as a worthy examplar.
He has an eloquence that is seldom surpassed and uses his
voice and his genius for the premotion of the public welfure.
[Applause.]

I reeall being a candidate for fhe Senate once myself, in
1806, and I traveled aronnd the State with Mr, Funner, who
made the speeches in that campaign, telling the people about
my fitness for the position to which I aspired. I felt rather
safe under his guidance because of his sound judgment. Ife
always looks forward, never backward ; lie deals with problers
not only of this day but of the next and many that are to come.
He is a farseeing man. He has vision, he has views, and he
has courage and integrity.

He never trims his sails to meet a passing breeze; he stands
four-square before every wind that blows and expresses his
opinions withont fear of the effect of those opinions upon his
political welfare. No man who has served in publie office is
wmore deserving of the confidence and the thanks of the people
of his State and Nation than CHarces H. FPurrer. [Applause.]
It is a great privilege to stand here before the Representatives
of the American people and tell the truth about a man who so
deserves it as Cnarrtes E. Furrer does. The people of I1i-
nois know Mr. FunLer. While in recent years, because he has
not been very well, Mr. I'urLier has not taken an active part
on the floor of the House voceally, yet he is one of the most
effective legislators who ever served in the House. He s

to the soil all his life. °
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the friend of the old soldiers and has done more to promote
their comfort than any other man I ever knew. [Applause.]
He has knowledge and experience of inestimable value in the
transaction of the public business and always uses that knowl-
edge and experience to promote the best good of the Nation.

He stands in the affection of the membership of this House
as few men have ever slood. He is close to the hearts of us
all, regardless of politics. The people of his State will be
proud to know that this House has paused for a few moments
in the transaction of its everyday business to pay tribute to
this worthy man, to his =ervice, to his integrity. to his genius,
to his Americanism. They will be proud to know that he has
been singled out on this, his seventy-seventh birthday, by the
greatest legislative body in the world as worthy of the tribute
which is being paid to him by the House of Representatives.

O Cuartey Fuoper, this Is a proud day for me. It ought
to be a pround day for you and for your family. Few men are
privileged to lave a tribute paid to them by the House of
Representatives.  Although all men who serve here deserve a
tribute, yet few men have calied themselves to the attention
of the House in such a way as to have the House eall the
attention of the Nation to the man as it is being called to you
to-day. We are glad you are here: we are glad we are here
to celebrate this seventy-seventh anniversary with you, We
wish you long years of happy life yet to come, and that every
day will bring new sunshine and happiness in your home and
your heart. We bid you Godspeed in the efforts that you make
on behalf of the publiec. We thank you for the devotion you
have given to the publiec interest, the unselfishness with which
you have served the Nation, and we trust that when the time
comes Tor God to call you hence that later, if we shounld happen
to be longer here than you, we shall join you where sorrow
is never to be known. [Applause.]

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO AND MIBSISSIPPI RIVERS AT CAIRO,

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
upon the bill (L. R. 9007) granting the consent of Congress
to the Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co. to construet, maintain, and
operate bridges neross the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers at Cairo,
111., and ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in
Heu of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up a
conference report and asks unanimons consent that the state-
ment be read in lien of the report. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference veport and statement are as follows:

ILL.

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houszes on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.
R. 9007) entitled “An act granting the consent of Congress
to Harry E. Bovay to construct, maintnin. and operate bridges
across the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers at Cairo, 111, having
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the text of the bill, and agree to the
same with an amendment as follows:

In lien of the languuage contained in the said amendment,
insert the following:

“That the consent of Congress is hercby granted to the
Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co., its suecessors and assigns, to
construct, maintain, and operate two highway or combined
highway and railbway bridges and approaches thereto; one
across the Mississippi River at a point suitable for connecting
the city of Caire, IIl, with State Highway No. 16 in the
State of Missouri, and the other bridge to be located over the
Ohio River at a point suitable for connecting the city of Cairo,
111, with the gravel highway from Wickliff to Padueah, in
the State of Kentucky, and each of said bridges shall be
locitted at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, in
accordance with the provisions of the act entitled *An act to
regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,
approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and
limitations contained in this aet. The construction of such
bridge or bridges shall not be commeneed. nor shall any altera-
tion in such bridge or bridges be made either before or after
their completion, until the plans amd specificntions for such
construction or alteration have been submitted to the Secre-
tary of War and the Chief of Engineers and approved by them
a8 being adequate from the standpoint of the volume and
weight of traffic which will pass over it.

“ 8ec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the said Cairo
Bridge & Terminal Co., its suceessors and assigns, all such
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rights and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, con-
demn, appropriate, occupy, possess, and use real estate and
other property needed for the loeation, construction, operation,
or maintenance of such bridges, approaches, bridge terminals,
works, and appurtenances as are possessed by railroad cor-
porations for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations foz
bridge purposes in the State'in which such lund and property
is situated, upon making proper compensation therefor, to be
ascertained according to the laws of such State, and the pro-
ceedings therefor may be the same as in the condemnation or
appropriation of property for railroads or for bridges in such
State.

‘“Sec. 3. The said Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co., iis sue-
cessors and assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge
tolls for transit over such bridge or bridges, and the rates so
fixed shall be the legal rates until changed by the Secretary
of War under the authority contained in such act of March
23, 190G, a

‘““Sec. 4. After the date of completion of such bridge or
bridges, as determined by the Secretary of War, cither the
State of Kentucky, the State of Illinois, the State of Missouri,
or any political subdivision of either of such States, within
or adjoining which such bridge or bridges is or are located,
or any two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire
and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge or
bridges and approaches, and interests in real property neces-
sary therefor, by purchase, or by condemnation in accordance
with the law of either of such States governing the acquisition
of private property for public purposes by condemnation. If
at any time after the expiration of 20 years after the com-
pletion of such bridge or bridges they are acquired by con-
demnation, the amount of damages or compensation to be
allowed shall not include good will, going value, or prospective
revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of (1)
the actual cost of constructing such bridge or bridges and
approaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual deprecia-
tion in respect of such bridge or bridges and approaches, (2)
the actual cost of acguiring such interests in real property,
(3) actual financing and promotion costs (not to execeed 10 per
cent of the sum of the cost of construction of such bridge
or bridges and approaches and the acquisition of such interests
in real property), and (4) actual expenditures for necessary
improvements.

* 8EC. O, The sald Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co., its successors
aud assigns, shall, immediately after the completion of such
hridge, file with the Secretary of War a sworn itemized state-
ment showing the actual original cost of constructing such
bridge or bridges and approaches, including the actual cost of
acquiring interests in real property and actual financing and
promotion costs. Within three years after the completion of
such bridge or bridges, the Secretary of War shall investigate
the actual cost of such bridge or bridges, and for such pur-
pose the said Cairo Dridge & Terminal Co., its suecessors and
assigns, shall make available to the Secretary of War all of
its records in connection with the financing and construction
thereof. The findings of the Secretary of War as to such
original cost shall be conclusive.

“8ec. 6. In such bridges or either of them shall be taken
over and acquired by the States or political subdivisions thereof
under the provisions of section 4 of this act, the same may
thereafter be operated as toll bridges; in fixing the rates of
toll to be charged for the use of stuch bridges, the same shall
be so adjusted as to provide as far as possible a sufficient fund
to pay for the cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating
the bridge and its approaches, to pay an adequate return on
the cost thereof, and to provide a sinking fund suflicient to
amortize the cost thereof within @ period of not to exceed 30
years from the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking
fund suflicient to pay the cost of acquiring such bridge and its
approaches shall have been provided, the bridge shall there-
after be maintained and eperated free of tolls or the rates of
toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund not to execeed the
amount necessary for the proper care, repair, maintenance, and
operation of the bridge and its approaches.

*Sgc. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all
the rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is
hereby granted to the said Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co., its
successors and assigns, and any corporation to which such
right, powers, aud privileges may be sold, assigned, or trans-
ferred, or which shall acguire the same by mortgage fore-
closure or otherwise, is hereby anthorized and empowered to
exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein directly
upon such corporation,

“See. 8 The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is
hereby expressly reserved.”

And the Senate agree to the same.
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Amend the fitle 5o as to read: “An aect granting the consent
of Congress to the Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct,
malntain, and operate bridges across the Mississippl and Ohio
Rivers at Cairo, I11."

That the Fouse recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the title of the said bill and agree to the
[HETITS

K. E. DEx1s0x,
0. B. BURTXESS,
TiLa AN PARKS,
Managers on the part of the House.
W. L. Joxgs,
Duncax U, FrLeTCcHER,
Hiran BINGHAM,
MoRRris SHEPPARD,
Managers on tie part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on {he part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (IL R. 9007) grauting the consent of
Congress to Ifarry I, Bovay to construet, maintain, and-oper-
nte bridges across the Mississippl and Ohio Rivers at Cairo,
IH., submit the foHowing written statement explaining the effect
of the action agreed on:

On No. 1: The Henate struck out all -of the House Lill after
the enacting clanse amd inserted the Senate 'bill. The managers
on the part of the Housge have receded from their disagreement
to fhe Senate amemdiment and have agreed to the same with
certaln amendments, as follows:

1. Before the word “bridges,” in line 3 of the bill, insert the
following words: “highway or combined highway and rafl-
way.” The effect of this amendment to the Senate amendment
is to grant the consent of Congress for the construction ecither
of a high\\'ny or a combined highway and railway bridge as
may be desired.

On No. 2: The second amendment to the Sennte amendment
reinserts in the bill the seetion of the original House bill grant-
ing the right of eminent domain to the builder of the bridg
50 that it will have the right to condemn real estate or other
property eitlter in the State of Missouri, Kentucky, or Ilinois
for the purpose of acquiring the necessary approaches to the
bridze.

On No. 3: This amendment amends the Senate amendment by
inserting a separate section which provides that if the bridges
or cither of them shill be taken over and acquired by the States
of Illinois, Xentucky, or Missouri, or their political subdivi-
slons under other provisions of the bill, the same may there-
after Le operated as toll bridges, but in fixing the rates of toll
to be charged for the use thereof the ‘tolls shall be so adjusted
as to provide as far as possible a suflicient fund to pay for the
cost of maintaining, repairing, and aperating the bridges and
their approaches and to pay an adequate return on the cost
thereof ond to provide a sinking fund sufliclent to amortize the
cost of the Lridges within a period of not to exceed 30 years
from the date of acquiring them. And after a sinking fomd
sufiicient to pay the cost of acquiring such ‘bridges shall have
Dbeen provided, they shall thereaffer be maintained and oper-
ated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall be so adjusted as to
provide o fund not to exceed the amount pecessary for the
proper cgre, repair, maintenance, and operation of the bridges.

This amendment is in harmony with the views of the House
committee which would require that all toll bridees, elther
when originally constructed or when acquired from private
owners by recapture, shall ultimately become Tree bridzes.

On No. 4: The title of the Touse DLill has been amended so
as to substitute for the name of Harry 1. Bovay the name
“ (Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co." After tlie Tlouse bill was filed
Mr. Bovay became no longer connected with the project, and
the Cairo Bridge & Termimwil Co. was incorporated for the pur-
pose of constructing the bridges. The last amendment corrects
the title so as to conform to the body of the act, making the
Cairo Bridge & Terminal Co. the grantee of the franchise,

0. E. DENISON,

{0, B, BurtNEsS,

Trraray PARKS,
Ianagers on the part of the House.

The SPEAKER. The question is on sgreeing to the confer-
ence report.
The conference report was agreed to.
BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHI0 BIVER AT LOUISVILLE, KY.
Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the conference report
upon the bill (H. R. 0399) granting the conseut of Congress to
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the city of Louisville, ITy., to construct a bridre across the
Olhio River at or mear said city, and ask unanimous consent
that the statement be read In lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois ealls up a
conference report and asks unanimons consent that the &lutc-
ment be read in Heun of the report. Is there objection?

Thore was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the conferces.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. It
95990) -entitled “An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Louisville, Ky., to construct a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near said city,” having met, after full and free
conference, have agreed to recominend and do recommend to
their respective ITouses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the fmend-
ment of the Senate and agree to the same with an amend-
ment as follows: In lien of the lnuguayge contained in the Sen-
ate amendment insert the following:

“Thut the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the city
of Leuisville, Ky., or to any board or boards, commission or
commissions, which may be duoly created or established for the
purpose, to construet, maintain, and operate a highway or com-
bined highway and railway bridge and approaches thereto
across the Ohio River at a point suituble to the interests of
navigation, extending from some point between Third and
Twelfth Streets, in the city of Louisville, Ky., across said river
to & point opposite on the Indiana shore, in aceordance with the
provisions of the act entitled *An act to regulate the construe-
tion of bridges over navigable waters,’ approved March 23,
1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in
this act. The construction of such bridge shall not be com-
menced, nor shall any alterations in such bridge be made either
before or after its completion, until plans and specifications for
such construction or alteration shail have been submitted to
the Beeretary of War and the Ohlef of Engineers and approved -
by them as being adequate from the standpoint of the volume
and weight of traffic which will pass over it.

“8Ec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon ‘the said city of
Louisville or such board or boartls, commission or commissions,
all such rights and powers to enier upon lands and to acquire,
condemn, appropriate, occupy, possess, and use real estate and
other property uneeded for the location, construetion, operation,
and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches and ter-
minal us are possessed by DLridge corporations for bridge pur-
poses in the States in which such real estate and other property
are located upon making proper compeunsation therefor, to Le
ascertained according to the laws of such States; and the pro-
ceedings thereof may be the same as in the condemnation and
expropriation of property in such States.

“8Sec, 3. The said city of Louisville, board or boards, com-
mission or commissions, is hereby authorized to fix and churge
tolls for transit over such bridge, and the rates so fixed shall,
be the legal rates until changed Ly the Secretary of War under
the authority contained in such act of March 23, 1900.

Y 8re. 4, In lixing the rates of tolls to be charged for the use
of such bridge, the sume shall be so adjusted as to provide as
far as possible a suflicient fund to pay for the cost of maintain-
ing, rvepairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches,
to pay an adeguate return on the investment, and to provide a
sinking fund sufiicient to amortize the cost of the bridge and
approaches within a period of not to exceed 30 years from the
completion thereof. Aflter a sinking fund suflicient to pay the
eost of constructing the bridge and its approaches shall have
been provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and
operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall be so adjusted
as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary
for the proper care, maintenance, and operation of the bridge
and its approaches.

“8ee. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is
herchy expressly reserved.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

1. 1. Dexisoy,
0. B. BURTNESS,
TILAMAN DPARKS,
Managers on the purt of the House,
W. L, JonEs,
Hipaxr BINGHAM,
Duxcax U. Frercuen,
MoRgnis SHEPTARD,
Janagers on the part of the Senate.
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BTATEMENT -
" The managers on the part of the House at the conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H, 1. 9599) granting the consent
of Congress to the city of Louisville, IXy., to construct a bridge
across the Ohio River at or near said city, submit the follow-
ing written statement explaining the effect of the action
agreed on:

On No. 1: The Senate amendment struck out all of the House
bill after the enacting clause and inserted the Senate Dbill.
The managers on the part of the House have agreed to ihe
Senate amendment with the following amendments thereto:

1. Before the word * bridge,” in line 4 of the Senate amend-
ment, insert the following words: “highway or combined high-
way and railway 7 the effect of this amendment is to make
it plain that the consent of Congress is granted to the eity
of Lonisville to build either a highway bridge or a combined
highway and railway bridege as the city may wish.

On No. 2: The second amendment to the Senate amendment
is the reinseriion in the bill of the original section of the
ITouse bill granting to the city of Louisville the right of emi-
nent domain, so that it ean condemn property either in the
State of Kentucky or of Indiana if it desires to do so.

On No. 3: The third amendment to the Senate amendment
is the insertion of a provision requiring the city of ILouisville
to so adjust the tolls from the bridge as to provide a sufficient
fund to pay for the cost of maintaining, repairing, and operat-
ing the bridge, and to pay an adequate return on the invest-
ment and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the
cost of the bridge within a period of not to exceed 30 years
from its completion; and after a sinking fund sufficient to
pay the cost of constructing the bridge shall have been pro-
vided thereafter the bridge shall be maintained and operated
free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall be so adjnsted as to
provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the
proper care, maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its
approaches.

This amendment is in accordance with the policy of the
Houge committee which would require thar all roll bridges,
whether operated by private capital or by municipalities, shall
ultimately become free bridges.
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E. E. DENISON,

0. B. BURTNESS,

TILMAN PARKS.
Managers on the part of the House.

The SPEAKER., The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The conference report was agreed to.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, 1 missed the roll eall in hnnor
or our colleagne, Mr. CuaArres E, Furnier, and rise to ask if
there is any way in which I ean be recorded present?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is now re-
corded as present.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to break into
the Rrcorp in the same way in order that I might be shown
to have bheen present.

Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. Speaker, I rige to make the same
statement.

Mr. COX. And the same is true of myself, Mr. Speaker.

CONDUCT OF JUDGE GEORGE W. ENGLISII

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the considera-
tion of the articles of impeachment against Judge George W.
English.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 15 minutes to tle
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hawes]. [Applause.]

Mr. HAWES. Mr. Speaker, in December of 1924 representa-
tives of a St. Louis newspuaper called upon me in my office
in this city and asked me to bring to the attention of the
House the conduct of Judge George W. English. I asked why
this was not called to the attention of the Congressman repre-
senting that distriet in Illinois, and I was told that his term
of office would expire and that this matter would extend into
the Sixty-ninth Congress.

I was familiar in a way with the condition of this court.
Columns of newspaper articles and editorials had appeared
for nearly a year arousing the interest of that entire com-
munity. The conduct of the court was a public scandal.
However, I insisted that newspaper charges were not proof,
and I required these men to bring me written statements and
uflidavits before I would direct the attention of the IHouse te

RECORD—HOUSE 6643

this matter. And then when T did bring It before the Honse
it was in the form of a resolution calling for an investigation
that might exonerate, that might cause a reprimand, that
might cause an impeachment. T did not eare whether it was
an exoneration or a reprimand or an impeachment, but an in-
tolerable condition existed close to my door.

I would like the House to follow me for a few moments
as to the careful way in which this cage eame finally to your
attention, Presenting my resolution I was forced, and prop-
erly, to muake a prima facie case. before your Committee on
Rtules, and then after your Committee on Itules had heard this
discussion the matter was heard before the full Judiciary
Committee of the Sixty-eighth Congress in a preliminary in-
vestigation. Hearing witnesses twice before the Conunittee
on Rules and the whole Committee on the Judiciary, prima
facie evidence had to be produced.

It resulted in the preparation of a vesolution by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary asking for an investigation, and that
resolution required the joint action of Congress—the House
and the Senate and the President of the United States.

The committee sent its subcommittee of seven to the clty
of St. Louis to conduct its investigation.

Here I desire to contradict the statement made by the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Hickey] that a Post-Dispatch attorney
was waiting to proceed with this case.

Quite the contrary. Judge English was represented at that
hearing in the court room at St. Louis by three of the ablest
lailw,\'ers in 1llinois, and the subcommittee had counsel at no
time.

A mistake had oceurred. Tt was expected that an Assistant
Attorney General would be there to present the evideuce, and
he was not there, and the committee actually had to adjourn
overnight to secure the employment of a lawyer. That lawyer
went inte the presentation of this case with only 12 hours’
preparation.

The committee held hearings in St. Louis for over a week.
They held hearings in East St. Lonis and Centralia. They held
heuarings in the city of Washington. Aud finally the committee
of seven, represeuting various sections of the United States,
men without prejudice or bias, came in with a report for im-
peachment, nnsigned by only one member. That member wag
cenlled away by the death of a friend and did not hear all of the
evidence.

That is as nearly unanimous a report as could be secured.
These were the men who heard Judge Euglish testify. They
were the men who looked Karch in the face and Webb in the
face. They heard the testimony und they weighed by the
personal conviction that comes with personal contact, report-
ing their conclusions to the full Committee on the Judiciary in
volmminous testimony of over 1,000 pages. Not content with
that nnanimous report by your subcommittee, Judge English
asked the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary the
unusual privilege of argument hefore the whole Judiciary
Committee. The chairman of this distinguished committee,
having in mind the sanctity of Federal tribunals and desiring
to be not only fair but more than fair, granted these great
lawyers three days in which to argue this matter before the
full Judiciary Committee. One argued the law, one the facts,
and an old gray-haired attorney put the heart throb in his
final speech. There was no response to this, excepting some 25
minntes’ time which was accorded to me.

This is the record so far of the preliminary hearing before
your Rules Committee, a preliminary liearing before the Judi-
ciary Committee, the report of your subcommittee, and finally
what now confronts this House: A demand for impeachment,
approved by 19 of 23 members of this great committee. Only
three join in a minority or a dissenting opinion.

One, the gentleman from Illinois, Governor YaTes, dissents,
and his dissent is a condemnation, if you read the last line of
his statement.

Yon ask me why, because a newspaper started this story, I
should have brought it to the attention of the House. I did it,
gentlemen of the Hounse, beeanse it is the only remedy.

There are over 5,000 municipal and State judges in the
United States. They can be removed by the mayors of the
cities; in some cascs they may be removed by the governor of
the State, and in some cases they may be removed by im-
peachment; but in every case there is an expiration of the
term of office, when the people may apply their remedy by
defeating a corrupt or incompetent judge for reelection.

Two hundred and twenty-five Federal judges serve the peo-
ple of the United States. They hold office during good be-
havior.

And the House of Representatives alone can say when the line
between good and bad behavior has been crossed,
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A man might be Insane as a TFederal judge and incarcerated
in an asylum, and he could not be removed without impeachiment
in this House.

! He might be charged with burglary and Incarcerated In a
peuitentinry, but unless he resigned this Hoeuse would have to
aet to bring about his removal by impeachment.

I heard arguments on this floor yesterday that were not n
discnssion of testimony. They were made as though the case
were leing tried. We are not trying this case. A board of
managers will present the facts produced in this evidence, and
then distinguished counsel for the judge and distinguished coun-
sel from the House will avgue these fucts, both pro and con.

What concerns me more was the picture that was given to
this ITouse yesterday of the administration of justice in that
‘district. There was something said gbout riots that took place
“in Kast 8t. Louls during the war. ¥Frequently the awful thing
of thie Herrin massacres was paraded before this Honse. The
‘gentleman from IHinois [Mr., Horapay] made a splendid pres-
entation of his case. He created an Impression upon the minds
of this House about the men standing ountside of thie Federal
court windows; he described the taking of guns away from
these men, and the House was under the impression that that
was in econnection with a strike. It had nothing to tdo with a
strike. It was a gang feud between men in Herrin, part of
whom were charged with erime and part of svhom were un-
oficially trying to punish that crime.

And if there ds only one thing that this judze ever did he
should be impeached for his acts that followed.

The elief of police surrounded these men. He arrested them.
Ii¢e locked them up in jail and took away their revolvers;
uand the judge ealled up the chief of police, elected by the
I::iriznus of Bast St. Louis, and his meéssage, according to the
testimony of a disinterested lawyer happening to be in the
court room, was, *Tell that blankety-blank to release these
men and give them back their guns.”

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missourl
Tins expired. j

Mr. HAWES. T shall have to have some more time, AMr,
‘Speaker. I will go through as quickly as I can.

Mr. GRAHAM. I will give the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. HAWES. That will not do, Mr, Chairman,

Mr. GRAHAM. Ten minutes.

Mr. HAWES. All right.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for 10 minutes more.

Mr. HAWES. Upon the order of this Federal judge—who
wis pictured to you as a man who wanted order in East St
Louis—the guns were resfored to the gangsters, the guns on
both sides, and the plcture which you had presented to you
that these gangsters were men arrested in a strike is not true.
They had nothing to do with the strike.

But this Federal judge ealled upon the chief of police of one
of our great cities and ordered him to release these men and
restore their firearms to them.

A strike was in progress, but it had notling to do with the
Herrin situation. There was little disorder; there was one
killing; there was delay about the arrest for the killing beecause
it took place at the junction of three eounties, and the authori-
ties of the threc counties were uncertain for a time as to who
should make the arrest.

So, first, the chief of pollce of a municipality 1s ordered
to release 1ds own prisoners and restore their weapons to them.

Next, we find the shieriffs of three counties, each elected by
the sovercign voters of the country; the prosecuting attorneys
of three counties, each elected by the sovereign voters of those
counties; and the mayor of a little eity called in and put into
t lu.i jury box and lectured with yile language by this Tederal
judge.

The gentleman from Illinois read to you a splendid stump
speech ubout law and order. He was under the impression for
1 while that it was made from stenographer's notes, but that
wans not correct. It was a speech prepared by Hnglish a year
after these occurrences took place.

Mr, Speaker, there is a phrase that some men use, a phrase
which brings in a man's mother. It is a phrase that in certain
sections of our land no man ecan use without smiling unless he
expects to be shot. It is a phrase that will canse the smallest
man to fight a giant, I have deseribed it enough.

If you have gone tlirongh this evidence, you will find this
judze, this disciple of Blackstone aud this representative of
justice and fairness, using that pbrase in the court room fre-
quently, in his chambers frequently, and outside of his chom-
bers frequently, the language of 2 bully and a blackguard
coming from the mouth of a Federal judge.

What attracted the attention of this great newspaper to fhis
gituation? :

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSEH

MarcH 31

It was the conduct of the judge In bringing into his court
officers of sovereizgn counties of the Btate of Illinols, This
paper condemmed that conduet. This paper circulates through
the city of Ilast St. Louls, having the lurgest circulation of any
paper there, g

A liftle newspaper, eking out a small existence, had the
temerity to reprint the editorial from the great newspaper
which had finanelal respousibility and which had really defied
this judge.

When this lttle paper appeared this judicial tyrant called in
the lttle editor and humiliated him and let the big paper go.

Mr. HOLADAY. Wil the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWES., Not now. When I am through I will.
not interrnpt the gentleman.

Mr, HOLADAY. 1 want to eall the gentleman's attention to
a mistake in the testimony. I do not think the gentlemun
wants to misquote the testimony.

RMr. HAWIDS, I will correct 4t or glve the gentleman an
opportunity to do so. Now, geutlemen, passing from this
strange idea of a Federal judge, who thinks he can call in a
chief of police and tell him what to do, the mayor of a city
and tell him what to o, and cirenit attorneys und county
sheriffs and tell them what to do, we come to the matter of
disbarment.

Unfortunately, everyone engaged in this controversy is a
Democriat. The judege is a Democrat; Karch is a Democrat
and an ex-United States distriet attorney; Ely was an assistant
attorney of the United States; Webb is a Democrat; and I am
o Demoerat. :

80, when men from the South like Jomn N, Tirraran and
Harroxy W. SuMnErs come in here with this report and in
addition to the report appeal to you on the floor of the House
there can be no polities in this proceeding. It Is their desire
to rostore justice and dignity to this court. [Applanse.]

Members of the committee will discuss with yon this after-
noon the bankrupteéy ring and the payment of the Judge's own
son of interest on bankrupt deposits. But I can say in passing,
this man Thomas, who was the favorite receiver and who was
the crown prince of the local legal fraternity in Judge English's
mind, when this investigation began resigned from all em-
ployment that came to him through the courtesy of the judze.
He was afraid? If he was an honest man wiy did he do this?
Gentlemen stated that a report had been made upon the con-
duet of Thomas's office.

No such report was made except where it related merely to
the details of bookkeeping, of how his office was condneted, of
whether his records were kept straight. It passed on his effi-
ciency as a baokkeeper and that is all.

- The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missourl
has again expired.

Mr. GRAIIAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman 10 addi-
tiondal minutes.

MY. ITAWES. I will close, Mr. Speaker. I wish I had more
time, but permit me to say in conclusion that from the ecarliest
periods of English history the power of impeachment was em-
ployed not only to remove a man from office guilly of a erime,
not only to remove a man from office for misbehavior, which
i3 1 branch of erime, but it was used to remove from office a
man guilty of official misconduet.

I say without fear of contradiction, that in all the cases,
from the first to the last, no judge impeached DLy this Hoase
ever had as many and as diversified and serlous charges made
azainst him as are presented against this man,

The House may be confused on the subject. They may think
that the words “high crimes and misdemennors ™ are used in
the ordinary aceeptation of those waords, but that is not cor-
rect. A judge may be an honest man; he may be an able man ;
Lut if he appeared in the eourt room. arrvayed in the garments
of a clown, and did things that Lrought that court into con-
tempt ; if outside of tbe court he was a drunkard ; if outside of
the court his language was (hat of the barroom ; and if outside
of the court his conduet was such as to besmirch the court and
put the administration of justice in danger, this remedy of
impeachment would be the only one to remove Lim from oflice,

The Federal judiciary has been under an assault in this
country. I have defended the courts and I am one who will
vote for the fullest increase in their salaries.

I appeal to you not only for justice to the poor man who
conies info court, but I appeal to you in the name of over 200
Tederal judges to remove this man and fo remove this stain
that clings to them because a man of his character represents
our Government.

I shall refer to but two otlier things. I lave told you how
this judge undertook to direet the chief of police and the soyv-
ereizn officers of counties.

I did
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I eall your attention now to the case oft Webb, disbarred by
Lim, eulogized by the judge awd enlogized by his eounsel before
the Judiciary Committee.

The facts are that a man had been acquitted in thig judge’s
conrt; he had been released and he was no longer in his: cus-
tody: he was placed in the custody of Stafe authorities, and
this lawyer Webb, excereising his rights as a lawyer, applied for
a writ of habeas corpus before a State court for this man’s
release, 1 man who was not even under the jurisdiction of
Judge English.,

In the case of Karch, an ex-United States attorney, who
songht to exereise his legal rights in asking that confempt cases
that took place outside of the courtroom be tried by a jury.

It irritated the judge, becanse he wanted all the protection
of the law he could seeure for his clients.

He was disbarred and the judge said he made a threatening
motion as to draw a gu. Nobedy saw that Imaginary gun but
Judize Inglish; no attaché of the court, no newspaper man, and
Kareh testified he never carried a gun in his life and English
knew he did not have a gun. It was an afterthought. Anger
had seized Lim in the court room and he punished the man
because he would not accept his interpretation of the law ; and
his interpretation of the law was wrong and has sinee been so
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States.

I heard some special appeals yesterday. I heard a man as-
sailed here that could not answer. 1 heard those tliings for one
man, but I ask the Representatives in tlie American Congress,
who alone can take to the bar of the Senate the conduct of a
tyrant or the conduct of a corrupt judge, to take sueh action,
s0 that the Senators may exercise the one remedy placed in onr
Constitution, to keep our courts clean and wholesome, that
Justice may be hiad by all classes of our people. [Applause.]

Mr. BOWLING. Mr. Speaker, T yield two minutes to the
gentleman. from fllinois [Mr. Houapay].

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just
preceded me has veferred to what the evidence was with refer-
ence to the remarks of Judge BEnglish to the chief of police of
Kast St. Louis. I am ineclined to. think the gentleman has re-
ceivedd his information from the newspapers rather than from
the official record, and I shall read 12 lines without further
comment. I read from near the bottom of page 103 of the com-
mittee hearvings, where Mr., Deunis, the attorney for the Post-
Dispateh, is examining Buarry, who was the chief of police.

Me, DeN¥ts. Can you give tle language that the judge used when
you were before him at that time?

Mr. Dannry. In n very gentlemanly manner he explained to me that
o Government witness was under the protection of the court from the
time he left his home until he got back.

Mr. Dexsis. What else? What was the rest of his conversation?

Mr. Bamry. I can not reeall what the judge had to say. I can not
repeat the conversation. )

Mr. Desnis. I wish you would tell the committee whether at that
time the judge spoke to you In an angry manner or otherwise?

Mr. Baunry. No, sir; he did not speak to me in an angry manner.

Mpr. Dexxis, T forget whether you said yon complied. with that last
request of his or not, to return this property and the guns taken off of
these men.

Mr. HAWES. Will the gentleman please turn, while he has
the record in his hand, fo the back part of the record and read
the testimony of Mr. Troy, who heard the judge say, “Tell
that to give those guns back to the boys.”
Itead that into the IRecorp. v

Mr. HOLADAY. I am reading the evidence of the man to
whom you say the remark was addressed.

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HOLADAY. 1 yield.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the gentleman, who is
familiar with the record, whether it is not the fact that as a
result of the pe “ormance of Mr. Webb's alleged as a lawyer,
he did not succeed in releasing a well-known criminal before
the Chicago authorities coulil get there, as a resnlt of which a
bank wuas robbed before the man was finally apprehended ?

Mr. HOLADAY. 1 think that is probably correct.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. GIRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, T understand at this point the
time used by each side is about equal, and I would like to as-
certnin whether we can agree upon a limitation of the time
of debate so as to measure out the time proportionately to those
who desire to speak.

Mr. BOWLING:. Mr. Speaker, my idea of the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania is this. In view of the supreme
importance of the case and of the deep interest this House is
taking in the debate, as well as; their evident desire for more
infermation concerning it, and the further fact we unsed the
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session: of yesterday in debate and were addressed by only
fonr Members, I believe, and considering also the requests for
time which I have on this side that would take up the rest of
this day if granted, T would suggest that we do to-day what
we did yesterday and let the debate run along through the day
and seec where we are when adjournment comes. 1 reaily be-
lieve that practically all of the debate c¢an be closed to-day aud
we can then take the matter up to-morrow and limit further
debate.

Mr. GRAHAM. I have no: desire to press the matter. T
thought perhaps if we could reach some understonding with
reference to those who are desirvous of speaking, we could then
give notice to everybody as to when the debate would be closed.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to put that in the
form of a request. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that until the House takes further setion
the debate shall be equally divided between himself and the
gentleman from Alabama. 1s there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute {o the
gentleman from: Sonth Carolina [Mr. McSwaix], who has a
request to make.

Mr. MceSWAIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Iouse,
I can not contribute anything to the issues of this particalar
controversy, but I think it is timely that we should now con-
sider the sacredness of the judicial office and of the ideals of
the judicial character, and for that reason I ask permi=sion
to extend my remarks by including three short extracts from
the life and services of Sir Matthew IHHale, who, 266 years ago,
wis appointed chief justice of the King's bench of Great
Britain, as found in volume 1 of Lives of the Lord Chancellors
by Lord Campbell. They are very brief extracts, one con-
taining only 18 sentences.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent to exteml his remarks in the Heconp in
the manner indicated. Is there objection?

Mr. RAMSEYER., Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
in a matter of supreme importance like this I think the Recorp
should show exactly what transpired here. There should be no
extension of remarks preceding the vote on the impeaclinent
resolution, In that way the Recorp will show what actually
iranspired and was said before the final vote.

In order to preserve the Iteconro for the future, so that stu-
dents of guestions of this kind can see exacily what trans-
pired, I hope gentlemen will not ask permission to extend their
remarks.  Of course, they can revise their remarks. 1 hope
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. MeSwain] will witli-
draw his request to extend his remarks.

Mr:. MeSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to maodify my re-
quest, in the interest of the reasoning presentfed, and ask per-
mission to extend my remarks in the Recorp following the vote
on the resolution.

Mr. RAMSBEYER. T shall not object to that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Carolina?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. BOWLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illineis [Mr. Agxonn],

Mr, ARNOLI). Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the
district which I represent lies wholy within the eastern judi-
cinl district of Illinois. Before 1 was clected to this body I
was engaged in the practice of law for something over 20
years. My practice, of course, was mostly in the State courts,
and like most Iawyers who practice in a town of about 5,000
people ceeasionally we would get into the Federal courts and
into the bankruptey courts.

I practiced in the Federal courts in that distriet while the
Hon. Francis M. Wright, the predecessor of George W. English,
was presiding judge, and after Judge English was appointed.
I have practiced some in the bankruptey courts both before
and after Judge English went on the bench and under Judge
Thomas as referee in bankruptey. *

When I read the report of the charges as to the condition of
affairs as painted: by the St. Lounis Post-Dispatch in that dis-
triet T was amazed—amazed for the reason that my observa-
tions and my experience in that conrt were so different from
the reporis that were broadeast by the St. Louis Post-Dispatch
that T wondered if theose conditions counld exist and I be en-
tirely ignorant of their existence. I determined in my own
mind that I would not reach a conclusion in the matter until
1 knew more about it.

After this Fouse took action at the last Congress providing
for a subeommittee to go out and investigate as to faets, I
determined then that T wonld wait until that committee had
reported and then I would go through the evidence very care-
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fully and reach a conclusion from the evidence submitted to
us. I have gone through that evidenee very carefully. I have
read every word of it, and I am frank to say to you gentle-
men that after having gone through this evidence as ecarvefully
as I could I am of the convietion that there was no miscon-
duct or corruption in office that warrants impeachment charges.

Now, I was very much impressed with tlhie words of the
elogquent gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hawes|; and I want
to =ay to you gentlemen that I concede second place to no
man in my respect for courts and in my desire that our courts
he kept absolutely pure and undefiled. I believe in an honest
judiciary; I believe in an incorruptible judiciary. 1 believe
that an honest, incorruptible judiciary is essential to the secu-
rity of the American people. [Applause.]

But, gentlemen, there is another element that should receive
our cousideration just as essential as purity, and that is the
question of independence in the judicidry. I have not heard
that matter mentioned in this debate. But I believe that if
our judiciary realizes the faet that the House of Representui-
tives -will lend a willing ear to attacks by the newspapers
or any other agency and will humiliate judges and aunoy and
harrass them by bringing them to the bar of impeachment on
charges other than willful miscondnet, amounting to official
corraption, shown by substantial proof, and not left to insinua-
tion and conjecture, courts will be unconsciously swayed from
their true course of exact justice to all and their independence
seriously impaired. They would be more inclined to heed popu-
Lar c¢lamor, although it might sway them somewhat from the
tgie course of justice, if the true course would arouse the
ire of interests or agencies of the press that could get the ear
of the legislative branch of government and annoy and harrass
them by impeachment charges. You can not eliminate the
human element from judges, and we would not if we conld.

Now, gentlemen, let me crll your attention for a few mo-
ments particularly in answer to the gentleman from Missonri.
I have a very high regard for the gentlemun and his opinion,
but there is an element that should be taken into consideration
here, and that is the fact that a newspaper on some account—
I know not what—became dissatisfled with the action and con-
duet of George W. English and started out in a merciless attack
on him and pursuned him to the portaizs of this body. 1 do not
think there is anything wrong in the press of the country cull-
ing attention of the public to conditions in the country that
are not what they ought to be, with a view of having those
conditions remedied by the proper tribunal. T think that is a
part of the duty of the publie press and commendable ; but, gen-
tlemen, in this connection let me call attention to the fact that
this newspaper goes fur beyond that.

It has assumed the rile of prosecutor, and all the agencles at
its command have been bent in that direction. The committec
that was appointed to investigite the matter went out to East
St. Lonis to take the testimony. The St. Louls Post-Dispatch
wis so greatly interested in this ecase as prosecutor that at its
own expense it hired a former Unifed States distriet attorney
and paid him. I am informed, $2.500 to prosecute this ease. 1
am informed it filed with the committee a long list of charges
and acensations and furnished a corps of reporters, advisers,
awl investigntors in an endeavor to di=eredit Judge English and
establish the charges made. Not only that, but after this comn-
mittee had reported. after the committee had taken this evi-
dence, when it was being considered by the subcounnitiee and
full Committee on the Judiciary, my friend from Missouri
seems to take exception that the attorneys for Judge English
shonld be permitted to go before that committee fo argne the
case openly before the comnittee nnd present Judge English's
case. Yet the Post-Dispateh sarreptitionsly or otherwise pre-
sented a printed brief and argument to that committee, and 1o
complaint on that score is made. [Applause.] |

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. BURTNESS., Does the gentleman attribute improper
motives to the St. Louis Post-Dispatch; and if so, what are
they?

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, every man on this floor must
draw his own conclusion as to the motives of the St. Louis
Post-Dispatch. In my judgment, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch
exceeded the bounds of ordinary uewspaper duty swhen it
ceased to be an informer and beeame a prosecutor. [Applause. ]
3y chance 1 happened to get hold of that brief. I understand
that it has been fornished to the members of the committee or
of the subcommittee., I have read over the brief, and I here
say to you gentlemen that this brief teems with inaccuracies
and misrepresentations of the fucts and -evidence. So much for
that. Therefore 1 do not see why the attorneys for Judsge
Fnglish should be censured for presenting Judge Englisli's side
of this case before the committee,
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I understand that that committee went out as a faet-find-
ing committee, and if they did go out as a fact-finding com-
mittee, it was their duty to get evidence from whatever
sources they could get it that wonld throw any infermation or
light on the situation. I shall not say anything in this con- .
nection about the failure to call Judge Thomas before that
committee but shall say a little more in connection with the
statement of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Hawes] as to
the Dbreakdown of law in that seetion, and what I state Is
taken from the record. During Judge English’s fime on the
bench he has had 3,387 eriminal cases before him, Judgment
has been rendered in 2,287 of them. In all those cases thers
have been but 125 acquittals. One thonsand and fifty cases
were nolled by the district attorney, and the defendants were
convieted in 2,162 cases, 1 wonder if it is the men in that
category who are affer Judge English in this caze? 1 call
further attention to the fact that there were 254 freight-steal-
ing cases tried before Judge English, and that of the 254 cases.
of that kind tried there were convictions in 240 cases and
acquittals in 14, It seems fo me from that record that the
law has been pretty well administerdd and taken care of In
that district, and I believe gentlemen will agree with me that
there are times when it takes a man of “nerye' on the bench
to protect life and preserve property.

Mr. MOORE of Virginin. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
permit me to ask him a question? ‘

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes. ’

Mr. MOORKE of Virginia. T have heen a little disappointed
that the record contains such meager evidence on the ques-
tion of character, which I think is very important in a case
of this sort. I shall ask a guestion which perhaps the gentle-
man may not wish to answer. Suppose this matter is {rans-
ferred to the Senate and the gentleman is subpenaed as a
witness and guestioned as to the general reputation of Judge
English during his knowledge of Lim as a citizen and a judge,
and the general reputation of My, Thomas as a lawyer and a
citizen in rthe estimation of the people who have known him
and who have had transactions with him, what wounid the
gentleman say?

Mr. ARNOLD. In answer to the gentlemuan I shall say that
I answered the question in the beginning of my remarks as
to Judge English when I said that the veports that came to me
in the newspapers were so at variance with what my ex-
perienee and observatious were when [ was before the court
that T was amazed that a report of thut kind should be broaid-
cast, Judge English is a1 man of determination and excellent
character. I have never heard the motives of Judge English
questioned in all of the time that he has been presiding on the
bench until the time of these charges, The record does not
show where he has been unduly influenced from any source.
In further answer to my friend from Virginia, I believe the
gentleman will agree with me that if Judge Englishh was the
vile ereature he is painted here, complaint would have been
made by the bar associations of that section of the country,
and the reputable lawyers of that section of the country
would have appeared before that subeommittee, revenled the
conditions if they were bad, and asked that action be taken to
put him off the bench., [Applause.]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota., M.
man yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes. 7

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I concede that that would he
material, but it also seems to me rather interesting why the
bar associntion has not been here appearing on behalf of his
character if it is as the gentleman wounld have us believe it
They do not seem fo be appearing in the case on either side.

Mr. ARNOLI. If the bar associations take the view that
I take—and I am a member of my loecal bar association and
member of the State bar assuciation, then they will conelude
that nothing is shown here in this record that would necessi-
tate any outside defense of Juwdge English. [Applause.] It
is vory easy to take a mass of testimony of something over a
thousund pages, go throngh it and pick out isolated sections
of it, and place an interpretation on it that leads fo an entively
different conclusion than If the entire evidence is considered,
and we should consider the whole of thie evidence.

Mr., RAGON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. RAGON. There is a part of the question of the gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. Moore] that the gentleman has nog
answered. What has the gentleman to say in reference to the
reputation as he knows it of this man Thomas for honesty and
integrity?

Mr, ARNOLD. I have known Judge Thomas since he has
been a referee in bankruptey, I have never heard his honor
or his character yuestioned or his judicial acts assailed until

Speaker, will the gentle-
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this haze of inslnnations was brought about in this eonnection.
I have looked through this record carefully to see whether or
not there is any justification for that. Judge Thomas has been
referee since Judge English was appointed. Gentlemen know
that a referee's office is directly nnder the Department of Jus-
tice and examined by agents of the Department of Justice.
That office was gone into very earcefully by Mr. Mountjoy, an
examiner under the Department of Justice, on the 19th of
August, 1924, That is just a short time before this matter
aroge. On page 6382 of the record there is a letter from Rush L.
Holland, Asgistant Attorney General, to Judge English. The
obijections made there ure merely the formal objections that
are usually found by examiners as in cases of national-bank
examiners, After they go through the bank they go back and
make a few suggzestions and send them out for the board of
directors to go over. There is nothing wrong shown by that
letter of Judge Holland to Judge Inglish, in whieh he ealls
attention to conditions in the referee's office. Merely some sug-
gestions, In the veport from Mr. Mountjoy to the Department
of Justice touching the conduzt of the referee’s office, at page
6584 of the record, is to be found the following:

All the work is done that ¢an be done as soon as the papers come
1o him. Meetings fare held promptly. Adjudieations *are made and
notlees sent out at once. Sometimes county trustees delay the work
for a while, He has eflicient elerks, who semd ont notices promptly.
Trustees' accounts are checked up through Mr. Osear Hooker, the chief
clerk, who is 2 practieal aecountant, Dividends are declared promptly,
and final meetings are always held in all cases and upon proper notice,

Now let me call attention further; on page 687 you will
find what is said about Mr. Hooker, chief clerk of the referee’s
oflice, and other commendaftory remarks, I will not take time
to read it, but simply eall it to your attention. Now then, as
to what the agents of the Department of Justice think about
Judge Thomas., On page 088 it says:

Jndge Thomas is universelly allowed to be a manm of abllity, and
gince he hag been referee he has not practiced as attorney and counselor
at law In bankruptey proceedings. ITe has not purchaged, dlrectly or
indirectly, sny property of an estate In bankruptey, nor was he gnilty
of nny other acts of impropriety or any violation of law in connection
with the discharge of his official dutles; nor, as fur as I know, is there
any evidence of collusion among referee; trustees, and attorneys. IHe
has published two pampblets for attorneys and trustees in bankruptey,
and these pamphlets seem to have real merit,

If that is the judgment of the ofliclals of Government after
having thoroughly exumined his office in detafl, it ought to
satisfy the Honse,

Mr. DOMINICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARNOLD. T will.

Mr. DOMINICK. In connection with the report which has
been read in which the examiner said that he had not appeared
in bankruptey court, is it not a fact that the record in this
case shows, and it is uncontradicted, that Judge Thomas was
appointed or at least did appear as an attorney in a bank-
ruptey case before Judge Anderson in Imdianapolis? Is it not
a fact?

Mr. ARNOLD. Tt is not a fact, Here is the situation. It
is troe in part only, and I will explain the matter if the
gentleman will permit.

Mr, DOMINICK. I will be glad for the gentleman to state
wherein my statement of the record is incorrect,

Mr, ARNOLD. All right. This was not a bankruptey pro-
eceding to which the gentleman refers. It was a proceeding
before Judze Anderson in Indianapoelis, Ind., entirely ont of the
jurisdiction of Illinois. An ancillary procceding for the pur-
pose of enjoining certain parties from disposing of assets pend-
jng an involuntary petition in bankruptcy. Understand, there
had been no adjudication in bankruptey in this case, and an
ancillary proceeding was pending to restrain the waste of as-
gots. A restralning order had been issued, and the question
‘was on modification of the restraining order. Judge Thomas
was employed, went to Indianapoelis, and assisted in resisting
modification of the order. Now, then, let me state further than
that. Juodge English—it has been charged here that Judge
Thomas used undue influence and authority over the court, and
I know what is in the minds of some gentlemen. They are
foing to jump at the conclusion without any justifiention, in
my judgment, that Thomas was employed in this case for the
purpose of getting some undue advantage through his supposed
relations with Judge English, who had been called down to
Indianapolis by Judge Anderson to hear that particular ques-
tion.

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman yicld?

Mr. ARNOLD. In a moment., A great many lawyers were
engaged. Let me call your attenticn to this fuet that after the
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matter was argued and gone through with there was only
about 10 per cent of the original restraining order permitted to
stand, so if Judge Thomas had the influence over English it i
claimed it would bave been all sustained. That very fact
shows that Judge Thomas did not exercise any undue influence
over Judge ¥nglish any more than any other lawyer.

Mr. GRAITAM. Will the genfleman yield?

AMr. ARNOLD. I will
Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman stated this was in another
State. Does the genfleman mean that makes any difference

in regard to the right to practice in bankruptey by a referee——

Mr. ARNOLD. Strietly speaking I expect not, but I imagine
this further, that there would not be a lawyer or a referee
who would ever think about an infraction of the law by going
over to a foreign State to help a client In a restraining order
in a ease where no adjudication in bankruptey had been made,
& Mg. GRAIIAM. Will the gentleman permit one more ques-

On ¢

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. 4,

Mr. GRAHAM. Does not the gentleman think it wounld have
some bearing in his judgment to read that part of the evidence
that shows that Judge Anderson when he returned and took
charge of that case, he decided the order, when he very severely
reprimanded Mr. Thomas and ordered him out of the case,
which was a. bankruptey ease?

Mr. ARNOLD. In answer to that T will say that T do not
care fo make any comments as to Judge Anderson’s statements.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. My, Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield there?

AMr. ARNOLD. Yes. :

Mr. NHEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman mentloned the
fact that this Indianapolis proceeding was ancillary.

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Was the main action a bank-
ruptey proceeding originating in 1llinois?

Mr. ARNOLD. No. It originated in Indiana—the bank-
ruptey case.

Mr. WEAVER.

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. WEAVER. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact
that there was pending an involuntary proceeding in bank-
ruptey. The proceeding had not been determined, so that it
was not a bankruptey proceeding. :

er. ARNOLD. I thank the gentleman, Well, I must hasten
along.

Mr. VINSON of Iferducky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield there?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes. .

Mr. VINSON of EKentueky. I wish to ask the gentleman a
question with respect to the influence that Judge Thomas was
supposed to wield over Judge English. Could the gentleman
tell us of other cases in which he appeared as counsel for
litigants?

Mr. ARNOLD. During all the time that Judge English was
on the bench he, Thomas, had in English's court 36 eases. In
those 36 cases 38 were convietions, and the usual and ordinary
seutences were imposed in the case of other convictions in those
cases. Of those 36 cases there were 25 pleas of guilty and
there were 8 jury trials, and of the 8 jury trials there were 2
acquittals.

Now, gentlemen, you may take the record—and it is here
before you—and you will find out that by comparison of tie
sentences imposed in the cases that Judge Thomas was in and
in the cases that he was not in the sentencey were just as
severe in the Thomas cases as in the other ecases.

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does that apply to the cases where they
pleaded gullty?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes. The record will show it

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARNOLD. Yes,

Mr. BURTNESS. The gentleman lives in Illinois and per-
haps ean tell us of the attitude of other attorneys there. Can
you tell us from your personal knowledge of the attitude of
the bar in Illinois in referenee to Judge English's ability and
fitness? What do they think about it?

Mr. ARNOLD. I have not heard any lawyer express himn-
gelf as saying that he thought English was gnilty from what
he individually knew about it. They did not know what this
evidence would show, and they were in the same attitude I was,
that if Judge English were corrupt lie should be impeached,
and I will vote to impeach him just as quickly as I would vote
to impeach any other man. [Applanse,] The lawyers out
there, so far as I know, would require proof that le is eoryupt
before tliey would condemn Lim,

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?
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Now, gentlemen, let me call your attention particularly to
article 2 in the articles of impeachment, In uarticle 2 they
set forth that Judge English, for the purpose of bullding
up a baukruptey ring amd for the purposé of placing Thomas
in a position where he conld exploit litigunts in his court
for the benefit of Thomus and English and Thomag's friends
aud English's friends and relatives, chavged the rules of
court that were then in effect In that district as to the author-
ity of the referee in bankruptey. Let me c¢all your anttention
to the faet—and you will find the two rules of court, the
old and the new, set out on page 3 in the statement of facts
of the mujority report—if you will examine that report, you
will find there is only this difference: Judge English in the
order substituted provided that all matters of application for
receivership in bankruptey enses be referred generally to the
veferee; in other words, he made a standing order author-
izing the referee in bunkraptey to appoint receivers when it was
necessary for the prescrvation of the cstate,

Under the order as it was, when a petition for the appoint-
ment of a receiver in bankruptey was presented to the court
the court hiad the right and authority—and usually did, if not
always—simply refer the matter to the referee pro forma.
Now they say, because this order was made that would apply
in all eases, without a speecial order in each case, Judge English
intended thereby to prefer Judge Thomas and make possible
the building up of a bankruptey ring.

Ah, gentlemen, let me eall your attention to this fact—Ilet nus
see what the bankruptey Iaw says.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
moment?

Mr. ARNOLD. I prefer not to yield, but I will yield.

Mr. GRAHAM. Do [ understund you to say that this is the
only change wrouglht by the rule?

Mr. ARNOLD. That is not the only change wronght by the
rule, but I propose to show here before I get through that
the bankruptey law does confer upon the referee all the au-
thority that Judge English gave him in the order complained
about. This is the fact of the matter.

Mr. GRAHAM. Did the bankruptey law confer on the court
the power to say to Judge Thomas that he could establish a
very large office and office force, and if in a particular case,
if there was not money enough to pay the costs, they could
assess those costs on all the other bankruptey cases that eame
within his jurisdiction? Is that the authority of law of the
United States?

Mr. ARNOLD. If I had time I could show that all the
authority that is vested in courts of bankruptey with three ex-
ceptions is vested by the law in referees in bankruptey, and
that those three are these: A referee has not the right (o
adjundicate a petition; a referee has not the righl to confirm a
composition ; a referce has not the right to grant discharges.
And outside of those three things the referee may do whatever
a court of bankruptey may do. Let me prove It to you, I
do not find the reference in my notes, but I can find it for you
in the bankruptey act. Let us go to section 38 of the bank-
ruptey act, covering jurisdiction of referees. Now, gentlemen,
this is an important part in this connection, for this reason:
"The majority of the committee here has made the charge that
as a basis for a bankruptey ring Judge English substituted one
order for another and therely Thomas and his confederates
were permitted to profit undnly. Upon that foundation is their
guperstrueture of all the alleged wrongdoing and the charges
that they hurl against Judze English colluding with Thomas in
bankruptey matters in article 2

Mr. AYRES., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD, Yes. =

Mr. AYRES. Quite a few of us here would like to hear what
the gentleman says particularly at this point, but there is so
much buzzing going on all around that we ecan not hear it,

Mr. ARNOLD. It is my position and contention, gentlemen,
that if the foundation crumbles away in this charge in the
second article of impeachment, then there is nothing upon
which to base their additional charges in the sccond article
of impeachment ; and I will go further and say this, that if the
committee that formulated tliese articles of impeachment, in
their judgment of the law and the conditions and the facts in
the ecase, were so fallible as to erect a superstructure that must
topple over by reason of the crumbling of the foundation,
then we have the right to assume that their judgment is
equally as fallible in other articles of impeachment assigned
and to ecall upon them to bring strict proof before the House
to establish the merits of the charges.

The gentleman from Missouri made the plea that we vote to
sustain the commitiee. I am willing to sustain the committee
when it is right, but I do not intend that any committee or any
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man shall do my thinking for me or reach my conclusions.
[Applause.]

I nm going to show yon, gentlemen, that the law Is just as
broad as the order which Judge English made, and that Thomas
had the authority complained of without the order of Judge
English. I wlll refer to the jurisdiction of referees in the
bankruptey act, section 38, They are empowered to—

(4) ¥Ferform such part of the dutles, except as to questions arising
out of the applieations of bankrupts for compositions or dischiarges, as
are by this act conferred on courts of baokruptey and as shall bo
preseribed by rules or. orders of the courts of bankruptey of thelr
respective districts.

Now, then, that gives the referees as much authority as
conrts of bankruptey have. Let us go back and see what au-
thority courts of bankruptey have. Among others, section 2,
to—

(3) Appolnt receivers or marshals upon applleatlon of partles In
intereat; in case the court shall find it abgolotely necessary for the
preservation of the estnte to take charge of the property of bank-
rupts after the filing of the petition and uuntil it is dismissed or the
trustee is qualified.

Further notice:

(5) Authorize the business of bankrupts to be conducted for Ilimited
periods by reeelvers, marshals, or trustees, if necessary, In the lest
Iuterest of the estates, and allow such officors additional compensation
for such services as provided in section 48 of this act.

Now, gentlemen, by that you will see that n referce has as
much authority, except in the three instances I have men-
tioned, as a court of bankruptey itself, and the power to law-
fully do the things Thomas did under the Inglish order by
courts of bankruptey is not questioned.

Now, let us turn to section 22 of the bankruptey act:

After a person has been adjudged a bankrupt the judge may cause
the trustee to proeced with the administration of the estate or refer it
generally to the referce or speclally with only limited authority to act
in the premises or to consider and report upon specified issues.

There is the authority of the court to refer a case to the
referee cither generally or speclally, and because Judge
English entered an order referring this case to the referce in
his court generally you say it was done for the purpose of
commlitting wrongs and permitting wrongs to be committed in
the referee’s conrt.

Now, gentlemen, let me say this to you: If the authority
that Judge English conferred upon Thomag by that order was
no greater than the authority that Thomas lhad under the
general law, then there is no foundation for the speclfications
in article 2, and this House should ignore them. I further
submit that if the judgment of the committee was so fallible
on that proposition, we may assume that the judgment of the
committee may likewise be fallible on other specifications,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Tloes the gentleman know
whether the practice that was followed by Judge English and
the referee prevails in any other jurisdietion in the United
States?

Mr. ARNOLD. I will say fo the gentleman that it does.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Can the gentleman state where
it does prevail? .

Mr. ARNOLI. No; I can not say where it does prevall,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. It was rather novel to me, and
that is the reason I asked the guestion,

Mr. ARNOLD. But how does cnstom enter into this when
we have positive law? That is the thing I can not understand,
[Applause. ]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mo this extent: It does secem
to me there is still a question as fo the right of the jndge to
anthorize a referee to maintain that expense and to carry on
that sort of a general establishment and to c¢harge it up to the
various estates, and the question of custom would enter info it
as to whether it is a proper interprefation of the law,.

Mr. ARNOLD. Now, gentlemen, I must hasten along; but
let me call your attention a little further to this propoesition in
connection with this matter. You will observe that the
referee has all the authority that courts of bankruptcy may
have, and in addition to that such authority as may be con-
ferred upon courts of bankruptey by orders of bankruptey.
Let me call your attention to General Order 385 of the Supremoe
Court of the United States:

The compensation of referees prescribed by the nct shall be in full
compensation for all services performed by them under the act or
under these general orders, but shull not include expenses necessarily
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Incurred hy them in publishing or malllng notices, In traveling, or in
perpetuating testimony or other expenses necessarily incurred In the
performance of their duties under the act and allowed by special order
of the judge.

In any case In which the fees of the eclerk, referee, and trostee are
not required by the aet to be paid by a debtor before filing his petition
to be adjudged a bankrupt, the judge, at any time during the pendency
of thie proceeding in bankruptey, may order those fees to be pald out
of the ¢state.

There you Lave it, and the authority vested in Thomas by
Judge English was not any broader than Thomas had under
the law.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota.
ther?

Mr. ARNOLD., Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota., The expression there is “ the
estatel” It does not put all of the estate into one lump fund
anil then take money from one estiate to meet the deticlency
in another,

Mr. ARNOLD. 1t is the universal practice in courts of
bankruptey to make a certain overhead charge for expenses,
ofiice rent where it is necessary, clerk hire, stiationery, notices,
antd things of that kind, amd apportion thut expense among
the cestates fairly and equitably. That has been recognized
in the general practice of our bankruptey courts since they
were instituted.

Now, gentlemen, T would like to discnss that matter a little
longer with you, but I want to take some time In discussing
the proposition laid out in article 4 of the articles of impeach-
ment, It is charged that Judge BEnglish designated certain
banks in which he was interested as .deposifories for bank-
ruptey funds. Take the case of the Coulterville bank, the first-
moentioned in that article. That bank was designated as a
depository on June 14, 1918. Juodge English beeame the owner
of 21 shares out of a possible 200. The report of the examiners,
both the Mountjoy report and the Zimmerman report, shich
woere made about the time Thomas resigned, show that the
deposits in this bank were no greater proportionately than the
deposits in any other bank, taking into consideration the capital
and surplus.

I want to call your attention further to this fact, that every
hank that was designated as a depository gave a good and
suflicient bond, and no estate and no man ever lost a dollar
throngh the making of any of these deposits in the designated
depositories. DBut it is claimed that beeause Judge linglish
had twenty-one two-hundred-and-fiftiethis of the stock of this
Lank and designated it as a depository he should be impeached,
Gentlemen, yeu will not find any place in this record where
Judge English profited unduly by designating this bank as a
depository.

Now, what is the situation as to the Merchants State Bank
of Centralin?

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin,

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. By depositing bankruptey funds
in this bank, was there any loss to the bankruptey funds in any
wiuy’r

Mr. ARNOLD. None in this bank or in any other bank.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin, Was there anything unusual
about it except that he was a stockholder in the bank?

Mr. ARNOLD. Absolutely nothing unusual, and that is the
only charge they make here. 1 believe probably somebody in
the bank was related to him in some way or related to Thomas ;
I do not know just how it was,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. 1 yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. My understanding is there was no in-
terest paid to the bankruptey estates,

Mr. REID of Illinois, They do not pay such interest.

Mr. ARNOLD. That is not pald anywhere.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the interest was paid to English's
£on. ¥

Mr. ARNOLD. T will come to that later. I will show what
the situation was there if I can only get enough time to get
to it.

Now, the second asslgnment is with respect to the $100,000 in
the Merchants State Bank of Centralin, Gentlemen, let me call
your attention to the fact that this $100,000 consisted of funds
from the case known us the Southiern Traction case and was
not a bankruptey case. That was a receivership case. There
was a foreclosure of a mortgnge., The property was sold and
a great amount of money had been realized from the sale of the
property. A certain portion of that money was to be deposited
in the Belleville bank and in the Centralia bank, and inasmuch
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Will the gentleman yield fur-

Will the gentleman yield?
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as it was not to be used in the closing of the estate for some
time on account of prolonged litigation, the court ordered that
those funds should be invested in Liberty bonds, and they were
invested in Liberty bonds and the interest on the Liberty bonds
was accounted for by the master in chancery in those cases to
the estate; and yet it is said that because lie ordered that
$100,000 be deposited in the Centralin bank, in which lie had
some minor interest—he had 12 shares out of 1,000, which
would be 1.2 per cent. It is argued that becaunse he had 1.2
per cent of the stock of tho Centralia bank and ordered this
$100,000 placed there and invested in ILdiberty Dbonds, he has
committed an impeachable offense, because he had some slight
interest in the bank.

Mr. BLACIK of Texas.
ruption there?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yos.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I also understand from the record
that those bonds were purchased at about 80 cents on the dollar
and, of course, subsequently advanced to par, and the estate got
the benefit.

Will the gentleman permit an inter-

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes; the estate reaped the henefit of that.
Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. ARNOLI). Yes,

Mr, BARKLEY. 1Is it not also true that those funds when
they were deposited in these banks and remained as deposits
drew no interest in behalf of the bankruptey estate?

Mr, ARNOLD, That is true.

Mr. BARKLEY. And by investing them in Liberty bonds
that enabled the estate to colleet interest which they would not
have colleeted othierwise?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes; but this ease involving the $100,000 was
a receivership case and not a bankruptey case.

I want to eall your attention to the fact that in all the banks
that were designated as depositories and in which bankruptey
money was placed no interest was paid to the estate and it is
not customary thronghout the country for a bank to pay in-
ferest on bankruptey funds. I think this disposes of that propo-
sition, i

Mr. RAGON. I would like the gentleman to yield for a ques-
tion right there if he will.

Mr. ARNOLD. All right.

Mr. RAGON. As I understand it, Judge Thomas and Judge
Fuglish both live in East St. Louls?

Mr. ARNOLD. They do now.

Mr. RAGON. One of the gentlemen eharged here yesterday
that approximately $40,000 had been borrowed by these two
men from this bank, which had a eapital of only $100,000. That
is 2 rather amazing loan. If the gentleman can contribute any-
thing toward clearing that up, if that is the faet, I would like
to hear it. :

Mr. ARNOLD. Juwidge English borrowed $10,000 from the
Centralin bank with which to buy a home: in Enast 8t. Lounis.
The money was used for that purpese. Judge English's wife
signed the note at the Centralin bank along with Judge Lnglish.
The title to the property was in Judgze English's wife's name,
There was some other money borrowed by Judge English from
the Ceutralin bank, smounting in all to something like $17,000,
But let me eall your attention further to the faet that in addi-
tlon to the personal security of Judge English and his wife, they
required Judge English to take ont an insurance policy, so
that the face of that policy payable at death would be for the
use of the bank in liguidating this indebtedness. That is the
gituation with vespeet to that matter.

As to the amount of money he had borrowed from that bank,
that is a matter between the bank and Judge English. What
right have we to question the bauk in extending eredit to Judge
English ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Illinois has expirved.

Mr, BOWLING. Mr. Speaker, T yield the gentleman from
Ilinois 30 minutes additional. [Applause.]

Mr. RAGON. I grant you that is entirely personal as betyween
Judge English and the bank, but I want to know why it is a
man would go from Hast St. Louis to Centralin to negotiate
such a lpan. Did he formerly live at Centralia?

The time of the gentleman from

Mr. ARNOLD. Judge English was raised in Hamilton
County. He practiced Iaw down there. He went to the legls-

lature from that part of the country. Along about 1911 or 1912
he moved to Centralia. He became interested in this bank and
bought some stock in the bank.

Mr. RAGON. That was before he was judge?

Mr, ARNOLD. That was before he was judge. Then when
he was appointed tax attorney in the Internul Revenue Bureau
he sold that stock and came to Washington, Now, under-
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stand, he was living in Centralia and commected with that bank
before he came to Waslington as tax attorney. After he went
baek he repurchased that 12 shares of stock. They were all his
friends. He was on the board of directors there for a time.

They knew his honor and his iutegrity; they knew that he
was 4 Federul judge; they knew what his salary was; they
knew that he would hold that position during life or good
behavior; and I submit to you, gentlemen, that it was good
credit risk to loan that amount of money with the collateral
that was put up with it.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.

My, ARNOLD. Yes,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Is the gentleman sure about
the life-insurance poley being put up as security? I had an
impression that it was made payable to the widow.

Mr. ARNOLI. It was put up as security for this note,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. It seems to be that that is
rather important.

Mr. ARNOLD. At any rate, the bank officials testified that
they had the insurance policy as security for the loan, but in
what formn it was put up I do not know.

Mr. BROWXNING. Will the gentleman state whether that
loan was ever pald?

Mr. ARNOLD. Not long ago the home was sold in St. Louis,
and the money he obtained from the sale went to the Bank of
Centralia and paid that indebtedness. He had a little bank
stock, and he sold that and got the money and paid off the
rest of liis indebtedness, and to-day Judge English stands as a
man without a dollar’'s worth of property and without a roof
to cover his head. Talk about corruption!
that hie ought to be impeached becuuse he did his duty as he
saw it. [Applaunse.]

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. ARNOLD. Certainly.

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Illinois is very familiar
with the record, and 1 have not had a cliance to read it,
althongh I have read some of it. I would like for him to tell
the House if there is any evidence that brings knowledge home
of Judge English that his son was receiving 3 per cent interest
on bankruptey deposits of this bank.

Mr. RAGON. Before the gentleman gets to that there is
another question I desire to propound in connection with this
matier he has been discussing. The gentleman has made a
good explanation of Judge English's action as to the loan from
the bank of Centralia. How was it that Mr. Thomas was
able to negotiate all these loans up there? g

Mr. ARNOLD. These fellows were all from southern. Tlli-
nois, Hamilton County; they were friends and some migrated
up as far as Centralin. They had business connections to-
gether and some went up as far as Bast St. Louis. They knew
each other from boyhood days. Men do business with men
that they know generally, not with men they do not know,

Mr. BOWLING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. I will

Mr. BOWLING. The record shows that Thomas put up
collateral for every cent he borrowed, and, in addition, if the
bank loancd Thomas money without any investigation or
kunowledge on the part of English, how can English be called
upon to answer for what the bank did with Thomas?

Mr. ARNOLD., That was Thomas's personal matter; and if

Will the gentleman yicld?

hie borrowed and put up collateral to satisfy the banks, why

should Judge English be held responsible for the relation be-
tween Thomas and the bank?

Mr. RAGON. I um prepounding these questions for infor-
mation. Aun intimate relation is charged here between the two
men, and, if I understand it, both of them lived in East St.
Lounis., I ecan understand why they securcd a loan in East St
Louis; but if Thomas lived in East St. Louis, why did he not

go to a bank in East 8f. Louis instead of going to Centralin?

Did he ever live in Centralia; did he have any business con-
nections there?

Mr. ARNOLD. Ido not think le lived there, hut these people
up there were his friends. He had had business relations with
them, and that is the reason he would go to Centralia to get
credit by putting up collateral.

It is charged here in this record that it was a great crime
for Judge English to borrow mency at 5 per cent, and there-
fore he ought to be impeached becuuse he did borrow money
at & per ceat of a bank that he had a little stoek in, and a
bank that had Dbeen designuted a depository and had on deposit
some bankruptey funds. Let me call your attention to the fact
that 5 per cent Is the legal rate of interest in Illinois. Why
magnify the fact that there is sgomething crooked beeause a
man borrowed money at a legal rate of interest? Of course,
it may be 6 per cent or It may be 7 per cent by express contract,
but there is nothing wrong in a bank loaning to an old friend
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of theirs where the security was absolutely ample; there was no
erime in borrowing money at 5 per cent.

Mr. BOWLING. If the gentleman will yield, in connection
with the loan of the bank to Thomas, on page 856 of No. 2 of
the hearings, I would like to read the testimony of Mr. Veach:

Mr. VeacH. After Doctor Richardson became president of the Mer-
chants State Bank, in thelr discussion between them, Doctor Richard-
son disclosed the fact to George W. English that €. B, Thomsas owed
the Merchants State Bank directly, and as we considered it, Indirectly,
$20,000. Judge English blew up when he found that. It made him
gore. He sald, * The loan 18 not safe, and you ouzht not to make it,
and he must pay it. If he does not, T will sell my stock and cancel
it as depository and get out of the bank."

As a result he was pressed by the bank and paid it.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What time did that happen?

Mr. ARNOLD. That happened before the impeachment pro-
ceedings ; I do not know just when, When Judze English found
out that the hank had extended credit to Thomas to that ex-
tent, he objected to it, and as a result of that the bank called
Thomas's loan. ,

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. HOLADAY. The question was asked about Judge
Thomas borrowing this money at the bank. TPrevious to his
appointment as referee he was county judge, and lived in one
of those towns down there. I do not know whether it was the
county in which this town is loeated or not.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARNOLD. Yes.

Mr. AYRES. We are not so much interested in what Judge
Thomas did. We would like to have the gentleman answer the
question in respeet to Judge English.

Mr. ARNOLD. It is charged here that Judge Hnglish cor-
ruptly arranged with the Union Trust Co. of East St. Louis,
whereby the bank was to employ his son in some capacity in
the bapk and pay to his son 3 per cent interest on bankruptey
deposits. I say that any man who reads the evidence with.an
open and clear mind must reach the conclusion that the evidence
does not sustain the charge. What are the facts? We have a
man named Ackerman, & man who had known Judge English for
quite a while. He was walking down the street with Judge
English one day. Judge English's boy was out of a job. Judge
English asked Ackerman if lie knew where his boy might get
connection In a bank. He told him that the boy had been in
the Riggs National Bank in Washington for some time and
that after that he had gone to thie University of Illinois and
had taken a special course in commerce and banking; that he
had some other experience as a banker and he would like to see
his boy get a place where he could develop Into a banker.
After walking down the street a little while Ackerman and
Judge English parted and Judge English said to Ackerman,
“Come down to my chambers some time and we will talk it
over.” He went down there and they did talk it over. What
was the result? I have it here on pages 591 and 592 of the
record. I shall not take the time to read it to you, but will
direet your atlention to it without reading it. You will find
there that Judge English teld Ackerman that be was anxious
that his boy should get connected up in some way with a
bank. Ackerman proposed to the judge that he increase the
bankruptey deposit in the bank of the Union Trust Co. Who
wias Ackerman? Ackerman was a sgelicitor for the Union
Tyust Co. He was not a hank offieial, but was a solicitor of
new accounts and a bond salesman. The thing that was upper-
most in Ackerman’s mind, of course, was to get additional de-
posits for the Union Trust Co.

At this time and for a long time prior thereto the Union
Trust Co. had Dbeen designated as a depository and at that time
had funds of the baunkruptcy court in its possession and had
had quite a large amount for some time. Judge English said
what was the natural thing to say, that he expected there
woilld be an increase in the bankruptey deposits because he was
considering Baving but one depository in East St. Louis. He
snid that the bank was manned by capable oflicials, had a gqod
eapital and surplus, and naturally, Mr. Speaker, if there should
be but one depesitory, the bamnkrupicy funds would Inerense.
Let me tell you why he was going lo have but one depository.
The Drovers National Bank, which was the other depaository,
was in failing circumstances. It had heen neised about Hast
St. Louis for n year or more that the bank was in danger of
insolvency. Judge English knew it, and perhaps knew that it
would be only a question of time until that bank would no
Jonzer be a depository. Within three months after Judge Fug-
lish had this conversation with Ackerman in his oflice that
bank did go. It was taken over by the Comptroller General
and it never has opened its doors siuce that time. The bank-
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ruptey funds did begin to elimb in the TUnfon Trust Co., and
why should they not begin to ¢limh? There was but one de-
pository then, The evidence in this record is uncontradicted
that there was not a transfer from the Drovers Nationul Bank
to the Union Trust Co. after that except one. That is the
uncontradicted evidence, and the increase in the deposits there
was due to the fact that the moneys of the new estates, as
they wounld come in, were deposited in the Union Trust Co.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD, I shall be glad to answer any question the
geutlemnn has to ask after I get through. Ackerman took
the mutter up with the bank as to the employment of Farris
English.,  Judge English specifically told Ackerman that he
must understand that this boy, if he went into that bank,
was not going with the understanding that the bankruptey
funds would be inereased, and that evidence is uncontradicted.
Ackerman took the matter up with the bank officials. The
bank ofHeials thought the mautter over and decided that they
would employ Farris English and told Ackerman to tell the
boy to come down and they would talk it over with him. He
went down and they talked the matter over and he was em-
ployed by Mr. Schlafly, an official of the bank, at a salary of
$1560 a month, with the understanding that his salary should
be increased a little later on. TFarris English thought that
lis knowledge and experience in the banking business was such
that he should demand more money than that, He did not like
the Idea of being put on a book job, He wanted an oflicial
job in the running of the bank. Farris English went in there
and for a period of 14 months after he went Into that bank
not a penny was paid on bankrupicy deposite, The time
finally ¢ame when Farris Kuoglish thought that he ought ro
have more money, He was raised to $200 a month, and still
was dissatistied. He wanted more money and insisted that
thiey pay him more money, but the hands of the bank were
ticd. They could not pay him more money, because to do so
would be to prefer him over some otlier employees and that
would disorganize the office force.

He became very insistent when they told him they could not
pay any more money. Finally he told them that he could
not possibly live on the salary he was getting, aud he would
have to get out and get some more money. Now I am not jus-
tifying what Farris English did in this matter or what the
bank did, but there were some extenuating circumstances as
far as the boy was concerned. ITe was married, he had a wife,
he had one child, Another child was born or about to be born,
and his expenses were very heavy; a great amount of slckness
in his family. He could not possibly meet his bills on the sal-
ary he was getting. IIe thought he ought to receive more
morney and could earn more money outside of the bank, and the
bank officials then got together and talked among themselves
and arrived at a decision to pay Farris English 3 per cent in-
terest on bankruptey funds with the understanding that Farris
Eunglish was to be transferred to bond salesmun and as solicitor
for new accounts. Now I want to eall attention to this faet,
gentlemen. They say to you that there was corruption on the
part of Judge English, that he had in mind collecting interest
on bankruptcy funds when he made an effort to get his boy
into that bank. If that were true, would Judge English have
permitted that condition to run along for 14 months after the
boy began employment in the Union Trust Co. and not a penny
paid on bankruptey deposits during that time? Payment of
interest would have begun when Farris began to work if it was
presgranged. 1t absolutely controverts the finely wrought out
scheme to conviet this man on suspicion and conjecture,

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLACK of New York also rose.

Mr. ARNOLD. In a moment. Now let me supplement this
further. The first check Farris English got on bankrupt de-
posits, 3 per cent, began on the 1st of April, 1924, and while
he remained in the employ of the bank, in addition (o getting
his $200 a month salary, he got 3 per cent interest on the bank-
ruptey fund as long as he stayed there, which was untll the
81st day of December, 1924, when he resigued, and after that
time no interest was paid on baunkruptey funds. He stepped
down and out, severed his relations, and that was the end of it
and the end of interest on the funds. Now I call attention to
this fuet:

The committee has sought in every way possible—and T think
they were justified in doing it—to show in some way that Judge
English had knowledge of this fact. The record in this case,
gentlemen—and I say it on my reputation as a lawyer and a
Member of this House—the evidence in this case absolutely
shows that Judge English knew nothing aliout that arrangement
until after the boy had quit his employment, some two or three
weeks after that., The watter cume up in some way and the
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boy told his father about it, and his father asked him what he
did that for. And the boy said he did It because he needed the
money. The boy said he concealed the maftter from his father
because lie knew if his father knew it he would stop it at once.
That is the record in the case. Every bank official examined
on that proposition tell you in their testimony that Judge Fng-
lish knew nothing about the arrangement as far as they kuew.
That iz the fact about it. Judge English says he knew noth-
ing about it until his son eame and told him about it, and his
son further testifies that he did not tell Judge Thomasg abont
it, and the officials of the bank testified—you will find it in the
recorid—that they went to Judge Thomas hefore that in an effort
to build up the deposits of the bank and offered to pay Judge
Thomas 3 per cent interest on bankruptey funds, and Judge
Thomas told them that he did not accept interest on bank-
ruptey funds; that is was not right, and he refused it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. He suggested a job as counsel?

Mr. ARNOLD. Suppose he did. Is it a crime to try to get
a job? 1 have been in that position myself. What is wrong
if his employment by the bank would not interfere with his
business? Why should not he take it?

Mr. KINCHELORE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. I will.

Mr. KINCHELOE, How much did this boy supplement his
salary by reason of drawing 3 per cent interest on these de-
posits?

Mr. ARNOLD. Around $300 a month.

Mr. CRISP. How many months?

Mr. ARNOLD. Nine months, amounting to $2,700, all told.

AMr. CRISP. The record I read confirms exactly what the
gentleman has said.  Did any witness testify in this record
that Judge English had knowledge of his son recelving inferest
on these hankruptey funds?

Mr. ARNOLD. Absolutely no witnesses testified to that fact.
Ou the coutrary, they testified hie did not know it. You have
positive evidence he did not know it; and now, because a man
iu the beginning attempted to show a little fatherly interest
in his son by assisting him in getting a position, it is sought to
crucify him on the cross of impeachment. It Is sought to
brand him in infamy and write against his record a stain
that can never be effaced.

Mr, BLACK of New York.

Mr. ARNOLD. I will.

AMr. BLACK of New York. Some of you gentlemen have
made such a gallant defense of Judge English that I am begin-
ning to doubt I am with the committee.

Mr. ARNOLD. T never have been, I will say to the gentle-
man.

Mr. BLACK of New York. And anyway there is nothing to
me very exciting abont any of these charges except the judge's
connection with Thomas. Would the gentleman be willing to
suspend judgment on this case until the Comnittee on the
Judiciary can examine Thomas and get his evidence?

Mr, ARNOLD. There is no question but that the committee
ought to have called Judge Thomas In this case to give what
light he could to clear up any suspicious ecircumstances that
might linger there: and if Judge English is guilty of fraud and
corruption and guilty of misconduct in office of an impeachable
nature, he ought not to stain the judicial ermine by continuance
on the bench. From the evidence on which the committee asks
us to vote impenchment charges I must vote against it. It is
the dictate of my hest judgment.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes,

Mr. KINCHELOR. Can the gentleman tell us whether there
is any reason why he was not called?

Mr. ARNOLD. Some members of the committee suggested
that he be ealled, and others objected, amd as the result Thomas
was not called.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. He sat in the committee?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes; he sat in the committee all the time,
nearly, and the committee not only did not call him but said in
the record that they did not want to call him. And now they
are hringing in a record before this House seeking to tuke
advantage of discrepancies that might have been dissipated if
they had called Judge Thomas., They are asking us to act in
the dark and to destroy Judge English on suspicion and in-
sinuntions wholly lacking the dignity of substantial proof of
impeachable charges. My sense of fair play repels the idea.
[Appliuse. ]

Mr. BLAUK of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield for another guestion?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes,

Will the gentleman yield?



The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ilinois
hag again expirved.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 45 minutes to the gen-
Aleman from Maine [Mr. HeErseyY].

The SPEHAKER pro tempore (Mr. LEXLBACH).
man from Maine Is recognized for 45 minutes.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it

iz a sevions and solemn thing to impeach a judge of the Fed-
eral court of the United States. I do mot know how you feel,
but 1 do know something of how the great majority of ouf com-
mittee feel. I want this thing settled. For-a year I have been
appressed by it, and I have had the idea that I might find some
way toexcuse this judge and let him go. Since I have been
in this Congress there have been before my committee two
impeachments. I am pleased to say that I joined :in reports
exonerating those men, among them a judge of the Federal
court.
I want to give you the view this afternoon of 18 men ont of
23. 1 wanutwon to read their mames in the list of the Judiciary
Committee and say if they are men of standing in their pro-
fession as lawyers and men whose judgment you will take.

Mr. REID of Illineis. My, Speaker, will the genfleman
viell?

Mr. HERSEY. 'No; mnot nmow.

Ar, REID of Hlinois. Who is on ‘trial?

Mr, HERSEY. Not Thomas, nor the Judiciary Committee,
nior any of the Representatives of Tllinois.

Mr. REID of Illinols. It is Judge English,

Mr. HERSEY. e ismot on trial. It is simply a question
of whether ‘there is evidence enough in this case to send it
won to the Senate. We ecan not try English or condemn him.

I want to ecall your attention right here—including the gen-
tleman from Ilinois—to the minority report in this case,
where it says:

Having dissented Trom the majorlty vlew, we feel it our duty to
ioutline to our collengues some reasons for not jolning in the majority
ireport. The evidence in the ease is voluminous, covering nearly 1,000
printed pages, ‘and necessarily ‘nll the Members of the House will not
thave the tlme or opportunity to study this evidence and judge of its
rprobative elaracter and force,

We will not have time to discuss it. That is true. I want
to call your attention to some of the evidence in this case,
conceriing which, if you slt down with your conscience and
sleep nights, and say *The judge ought to go free,” all right;
‘but T want you to do that intelligently.

There eame into this Honse in the fall of 1924 charges
against George W. English, presented by the gentleman from
Missouri, who talked here this.afternoon [Mr, Hawes]. They
were charges made by the 8t. Jiouis Post-Dispatch, a great
uewspaper ; and I want to soy here and now that in following
This evidence for a whole year I have been convineed that the
‘Bt. Louis Post-Dispatch spoke the truth, and nothing but the
truth. There was a committee appointed from this House on
Jannary 28, 1625, That committee was a committee of investi-
gation, becanse Congress was about to expire. That committee
wits composed of the following:

W. D. Boes, Iowa, chairman; Caantes A. CHRISTOPHERSON,
of Sounth Dakotn; myself; Earr C. Micuepser, of Michigan;
IarToxy W. Svuaners, of Texas; Jouax N. TionaAx, of Arkan-
ens; and Royarn H, WELLER, of New York. While some of you
gentlemen spent your time at home or at the seashore, we
sweltered in the heat of East St. Louis and Centralin.

One year ago yesterday this committee was in St. Louis and
Fast St Louis on this investigntion. What did we find at
St. Louis? I want you to keep it in your mind what we found
when we got there. We had no lawyers. We had no agents to
investigate this case and present evidence. We went into the
Federal court room on the morning, a year ago yesterday, and
we fonnd there three of the most distinguished lawyers of East
St, Louis and a distingnished lawyer of Danville, I11,, the home
of Uncle Joe Cannon.  Kitting behind those lawyers was Judge

inglish. They had three months in which to prepare the case
und defend him agqainst ‘the charges which have been ‘brought on
this floor. They had every chanece to call witnesses and make
their defense,

I'want to say as'to those attorneys, distingnished men, great
lawyers, for Jundge Engligh, that they never thought it neces-
sary to do anvthing that has been done here in this Congress
Tor Judge English, to make the pleas for the defense that have
been attempted to 'be made 'here, to try to exclude things that
have been attempted to be excinded here. We investigated the
ease according to the record, and I am going to stay with the
record. We said:

Where ure the witnesses? Who defends the case that we are about-to
bear?

The gentle-
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Aappear.

1ligh upon the Lench.
presented to us, and we went out to Centralia, 8t. Louls, and
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We were thereas a court, not as prosecutors. We sald to Mr.
JTAwES, wwho made the charges:

You and the Post-Dispateh get together and come into court in the
morning with your wiltnesses. We are not proseeutors. We will cxam-
ine those witnesses and the evidence you present or we will go home.

They got together and overnight telegraphed up country, as
they ecall it, and brought in a lawyer. He asked for a little
recess in order that e might go out and consult the first wit-
ness., That recess was granted, and we were then given a list
of witnesses, as furnished by Mr. Hawes and the Post-Dispateh,
and we sent out our summons for the witnesses they wanted to
Then, gentlemen, this unfortunate situation arose.
The evlidence went in, as you miglt say, in a helter-skelter way.
Youn know—and I direct this to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. REin] as a lawyer—that if you put your case in in:a
logical way things are very much better for your case. That
is especially true if youn know your witnesses, know what they
are going to testify to, and you put your case in in a logical way.
But what did they do? They put their first witness on as
to one point; then the next witness on some other point, and
the next day on some other point, and for 10 days the evidence
went in in that way. So it is no wonder that men come into
this House, this court, and say, * We can not understand this
case by reading it from the record.” The committee did not
understand it then. However, when the evidence went in we
did our best to get all of the facts out of the witnesses and
get all of the facts that were given to ns. After spending 10
days in that procedure we went home, and the result of those
10 days appears in this first volume of evidence. It covers the
testimony of 55 witnesses and covers six years of Judge lng-
Then on July 10 and 11 new evidence was

I2ast St. Louis for the purpose of examining the affairs of the
Merchants State Bank of Centralia. We spent two days
there. That appears in the second edition of the evidence,

That was not all. Last fall, before Congress met, every
member of the subeommittee received from the attorneys of
Judge English a brief of 50 printed pages covering the law and
the evidence in the case,

Was that all? On December 1 of last year, when Congress
was about to meet, we held hearings on some more new evi-
dence, and at those hearvings the defendant, Judze English,
and his connsel appeared. That went into another pamphlet
of evidence.

Was that all? We held a meeting of our snbecommittee after
Congress met and went over the evidence thoroughly. Then
we presented o unanimous report, signed by those who heard
the whole case. The report was us follows:

Said special committee having inquired [into the official conduct of
the sald George W. English, beg leave to report that in their opin-
fon, based upon the testimony taken, the sald George W. English,
United States judge of the eastern district of the Btate of Illinois, hns
been guilty of acts which in contemplation of the Constitution of the
United States:are high erlmes and misdemeanors requirlng the interpo-
gition of the constitutional powers of the House of Representatlves of
the United States.

Dated this 19th day of Decemher, A. T). 1025,

War 1. ‘Bores.

Eann. C, MicaeNenR.

Citas, A, CHRISTOPHERSON.
1za G. HERSEY.

Jonx N. TILLMASN.
Harrox W. BuMXERS.

That report was sent by the Speaker to the full Judiciary
Committee of 23. What happened next? On Janunary 12 there
appeared before our commiittee Judze English and his three
attorneys. They spent two days in arguing that ease on the
Inw and the evidence, and that made a volume of 118 pages
more,

I want to say to you gentlemen that when this case goes to
the Senate there is nothing new that Judge English can fur-
nigh in his defense. Ie has answered every charge here and
lis attorneys have done the same thing. MThe ease lias heen
fully tried, as far ns he is concerned, and it has never been
tried by anybody who is a prosecutor.

Gentlemen, this evidence has not been hasiily considered.
The full committee of 23 spent over a week in execntive session.
We shut the doors, and we argued the whole matter. The
full committee heard the subcommitiee, yery inember had
the right and privilege of giving his views to the full commitiee
andl arguing every point in the case. After that full argu-
ment 18 men out of the 28 voted out the articles of impeach-
ment which are now before you.

There has been something said during the course of this
debate about the law; some have said that there was no
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crime committed; that Judge English is not guilty of any high
crimes nuder the Constitution, et us settle that right here
and aseertain what the law is that is applicuble to this class
of vaszes,

I will repd from Hinds' Precedents, The Inw geems to be
weoll seftled that in the meaning of the Constitution o judge
moy be impenched for offenses and official misconduet that
are not indietable, Upon this point the decisions of the courts
and the precedents of Congress have been collnted.

Then he goes on to say:

In each of the only two enses of fmpeachment tried hy the Senate
fn which a convietion resulted, the defeudant was found gullty
of offenses not indictable cither at common law or under any Federal
statute, and in almost every case hrought offenses were charged In the
articles of impeacliment which were not indictable under any Ifederal
statute, and in several cases tliey were such as constltuted nelther
a stututory nor a common-law crime. The impeachability of the
offenses chuarged In the artleles was, in most cases, not denfed, In one
case, howoever, counsel for the defeudant insisted that impeachment
wonld not He for any but an Indlctalle offense, but after exhaunstive
arginment on both sides thls defense was practieally abandoned. The
cases, then. seem to establish that impeachment is not a mere mode of
procedure for the punishment of indictable erimes; that the phrase
Siigh erimes and misdemeanors” is to be taken mot in 1ts common
law Dot in its Droader parliamentary seuse and is to be Interpreted
in the light of parllamentary usage; that in thls sense it Includes not
only erimes for which an indletment mny be brought, but grave political
offenses, corruptions, maladminlstration, or negleet of duty involving
mornl turpitude, arbitrary and oppressive conduct, and even gross
fmproprieties by judges and high officers of state, although such offenses
e not of a character to render the offender liable to an indictment
either nt common law or under any statute. Additional weight is
added to this interpretation of the Constitution by the opinion of emi-
nent writers on constitutional and parlinmenary law and by the fact
thut some of the most distinguished members of the convention that
framed it have thus interpreted i,

Mr. KINCHELORE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HERSEY, Yes.

Mr, KINCHELOE, I want to get the gentleman's idea about
this, because it has been running through my mind since this
first started. We all know the function of a grand jury, either
¥ederal or State, and that is what we are here. We know
they arce justified in returning an indictment against a de-
fendant if they have reasonable grounds to believe from the
evidence—and reasonable grounds only—that there has been
an offense committed. In view of the precedents, which I know
the gentleman has examined, is that the same attitude this
Iouse should take; or should we, before we vote for the im-
peachment, have to be convinced that this man, from the evi-
dence, has been proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt?

Mr. HERSEY. Let me give you the rule.

Mr. KINCHELOE. That is what I want.

Mr. HERSKY. The rule is not that you must find him guilty
beyond all reasonable doubt in this House or even in the Sen-
ate. There should be a preponderance of evidence which satis-
fies you, just as in a civil case, because thls is a semicriminal
and not wholly a criminal ease. If you are satisfied by a pre-
ponderance of evidence which satisfles your mind that the
Senate would convicet upon these charges when presented to
the Senate, which has the power to try them, then it is your
duty under your oath to send them on to that body.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield just there?

Mr. HERSEY., Yes.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Wonld it not be the duty of a Member of
the House to vote to send this case on even though there was
a doubt in his mind as to whether or not the Senate would
conviet?

Mr, HERSEY. T do not want to say that.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I mean if the Member was honestly in
doubt as to the outcome.

Mr. HERSEY. How a man reading this evidenee and ecare-
fully considering the evidence as well as the law ean have
any doubt I ean pot understand.

Mr. WOODRUKFE, The gentleman has already stated that
it is impossible for some Members of the House to have
studied all the evidence In this case, and I find myself in
doubt as to whether this man is guilty of high crimes and mis-
demeanors or not.

Mr. HERSEY, Then, is not the gentleman willing to take
the opinion of the majority of the commitiee that has studied
this matteér?

Mr. WOODRUTTF. Of course I am, and I am going to do so
unless I am convineed this man is not guilty.

Mr. HERSEY. Gentlemen, let me hastily give you a state-
ment of the facts from the record, and do not interrupt me,
please, unlesy I am stating something that is not the fuct,
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George W. HEnglish, United States distriet fndge of the
castern. distriet of Ilinois Is 60 yenrs old, is married, has i
wife and four sons. In November, 1801, hie was admitted to
1:ll_n State bar of lilinofs, and a few years later he was ad-
mitted t0 the District Court of the United States for the
Lastern District of Illinois. He had a very limited practice
in the State courts and very little, if any, in the district
courts of the United States when le Ieft the practice of his
profession.

In July, 1914, through the political influence of Charles B,
Thomas, of Bast St. Louls, 11, he obtained a situation in tho
United States Treasury Department at Washington, D. C. at
a salary of about $3,000 per year. He was not permitted to
appear in cases in the Federal courts. Those were taken carve
of by the Department of Justice. His work was largely
clerieal and added nothing to lis knowledge of Federal law or
practice.

He remained in this department at Washington four years
and during that time had no experience or practice in the
Federal courts.

Through the influence and work of his old friend Thomas,
who, in the meantime, had become quite a politician, he was
appointed by President Wilson United States district judge
for the eastern district of Illinois to fill a vacancy caused by
the death of the Iate Judge Francis Wright.

On May 9, 1918, he gualified as judge and entered upon his
duties in that district. The eastern district of Illinois is a
great commercial section of the State. It has many large
cities and runs north from East St. Louls very nearly fo
Chiengo.

Opposite to the great eity of 8t. Louis and across the Missis-
sippi River within this district is the city of East St. Louis,
and within a dozen years it has risen from a small town to
about 100,000 inhabitants. The termini of the Big Four Rail-
road and 11 other railroads, a wonderful manunfacturing city,
with great corporations and commercial interests.

In the Federal courts this district has a strong and learned
bar, great lawyers who are proud of their profession and
Jealous of its rights, perogatives, and standing.

As to the qualifications of Judge English for a Federal judg-
ship at the time of his appointment, T eall your attention to
pages G48-649 of the record. On cross-examination I asked the
Jjudge the fellowing questions:

Mr. Hersey. From the time that you began to practice in the United
States court up to the time you went to Washington, how extensiva
was your practice in the United States court?

Judge Excrisit. I had a very limlted practlee; very limited.

Mr. Hensey. Civll and criminal, both?

Judge Excrism, Yes. Calro was the nearest point, 30 miles from
my home, and there Is only a small amount of business ever transacted
by the United States court at Cairo.

Mr, Hensey, It was a small practlee in the United States court?

Judge ExcrisH, Very small, Indeed; yes. I reeall now only one
fmportant law case—or civil case, as you call it—with which I was
ever connected, and then I was only employed speclally.

Mr. Hersey, Then you went to Washington and stayed four years?

Judge Excrismi, Yes, sir.

Mr. HensgY. From 1014 to 10187

Judge Excrisma. Iractically four ycars.
New York from January until April

Mr. HerseY. You were cogaged in the Internal Revenue Department?

Judge ExGrisi. Yes.

Alr. HeEnseEY. And, of course, during that time you did mot practica
much in the Federal courts?

Judge Excrasm. No. I was not permitted to appear in those cases,
beeause the Department of Justice always took care of them.

Mr. Hensey. And while you were at Washington you were appointed
to the beneh?

Judge Bxcrisw. Yes, sir.

Mr, HERSEY. So from the time you were admitled to the Federal
court bar, Judge, you had had practienlly no practice in that court up
to the time you Lecame judge?

Judge Excrisir, A very limited amount, as I say, although 1 becamo
qulte conversant with the procedure in the Federal court.

ir. Hensey. 8o you came to the bench without any long experiencae
asg a trinl lawyer in the Ieder